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ABSTRACT 
 
Oil was discovered in Nigeria in1956 at Oloibiri in the Niger Delta Region after almost 
50 years of exploration. Shell-BP at that time, was the sole concessionaire because non-British 
companies were not given exploration license to operate in Nigeria. After Nigerian 
Independence in 1960, exploration rights were extended to other multinational oil companies. 
More than 16 multinational oil companies were in operation with little or no supervision from 
the Nigerian Government, which created significant environmental, political,and social impact 
in the region. A critical discourse analysis of documents from Shell, Amnesty International, 
THISDAY Newspaper revealed that the Nigerian government has failed to safeguard the 
environment and the lives of the people. On the basis of evidence presented on this research, 
in addition to literature, it can be argued that oil has turned out to be a curse to the Niger Delta 
Region and Nigeria in general. 
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CHAPTER ONE 
 INTRODUCTION 
 
 This research project seeks to identify the social impacts of oil extraction in the Niger 
Delta Region of Nigeria and to expose the roles of the Nigerian government and multinational 
companies operating in the Region in creating these impacts. 
Oil production in Nigeria dates back to 1956 when Shell-BP discovered oil at Oloibiri 
in the Niger Delta Region after almost 50years of exploration. At the time, Shell-BP was the 
sole concessionaire because non-British companies were not given exploration licenses to 
operate in Nigeria (Watts 2011, 52). After Nigerian independence from the British in 1960, 
exploration rights in Nigeria were extended to other multinational oil companies (Atsegbua 
2002, 57).  Despite the influx of revenues generated by increased foreign investment for several 
decades, there is today a disproportionately high number of poor people in the Niger Delta 
Region compared to the very small wealthy elites, a situation that maintains and deepens 
inequalities (Renouard and Lado 2012). The oil sector is the greatest contributor to the national 
budget, up to 77 percent of the GDP in 2010 (International Monetary Fund 2011). But in early 
2000, Nigeria ranked as one of the most corrupt countries 144 of 146 countries (Transparency 
International, 2004) in the Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI). Even though its ranking has 
since improved due to measures established by the current administration to fight corruption 
(136 of 176 in 2015), corruption is still a strong impediment to development and social justice. 
Corruption prevents genuine democratic participation by the nation’s people and precludes 
their access to both natural and financial resources. (Renouard and Lado 2012). 
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In the Niger Delta Region, due to poverty and lack of infrastructural developmental 
polices from the Nigerian government to develop the Region,  prompted the extension of 
Corporate Social Responsibilities (CSR) from the multinational oil companies to develop the 
region, and address social crises and achieve sustainable development. CSR initiates have 
produced no visible positive outcomes for communities, leading some community leaders to 
question their authenticity.  Evidence suggests that there is a gap between the multinational oil 
companies’ stated CSR objectives and the actual results that are seen in the community 
(Idemudia and Osayande 2018). The community leaders viewed the disparity of information 
from the multinational companies as manipulation (Frynas2005). What follows is the criticism 
of the community development initiatives of the companies because the oil producing 
communities (communities where crude oil is extracted) argue that the multination oil 
companies CSR initiatives are not addressing both social and environmental problems they are 
intended to resolve (Idemudia and Osayande 2018; Idemudia 2014).  
The activities of the multinational oil companies in the Niger Delta Region have created 
an ecological disaster. More than 16 multinational oil companies were in operation in the Niger 
Delta Region between 1960 to 1980 with little or no supervision from the Nigerian 
government.  Corruption and weak government monitoring agencies, created significant 
environmental, political, and social impacts in the region over 30 years (Okoji 2002). There 
were roughly 300 spills per year in the 1970s; in one year alone about 700,000 barrels were 
spilled (Watts 2004). Ogoniland (one of the largest oil producing communities) itself suffered 
111 spills between 1985 to 1994. Shell alone accounted for 1.6 million gallons of spilled oil, 
37 percent of the company’s spills worldwide (UNEP 2006). The contamination of oil in 
mangroves and wetlands as well as on land means that oil has penetrated the soils down to 
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several meters and has contaminated groundwater over large areas. This has resulted in the 
contamination of water wells, a particularly serious concern from a human health perspective 
(UNEP 2011). Once the oil has contaminated wetlands such as marshes and mangroves, it is 
often very difficult to remove without causing further damage to the environment. These spills 
have necessitated the complete relocation of some communities, loss of ancestral homes, 
pollution of freshwater, loss of forest and agricultural land, destruction of fishing grounds, and 
reduction of fish production, which is the major source of income for the Niger Delta people. 
All these impacts constitute massive unquantifiable losses to farmers, fishers, and hunters  
(UNEP 2006; Amnesty International 2012). Niger Delta is made up of a network of creeks and 
rivers that flow into the Atlantic Ocean; an oil spill in one locality spills over into other 
communities (Linden and Palsson 2013).  
 
 OBJECTIVES  
The Indigenous people of the Niger Delta Region are mainly farmers and fishers who 
have lost their source of livelihood due to crude oil pollution. The influx of oil workers to the 
communities and other oil-related activities has also greatly impacted the communities (Obi 
2011). My research project has two main objectives:  
(1) to identify and analyze the social impacts of oil extraction on the communities in the Niger 
Delta Region, as documented in international research reports, Amnesty International reports, 
Shell company reports, and local news reporting; between 2009-2019  
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(2) to examine the relationships between the environmental, political, and social impacts of oil 
extraction in the Niger Delta Region, and how they have shaped and prolonged the suffering 
of the inhabitants of the region.  
 QUESTION 
The research project has one research question: What is the range of social impacts of 
oil extraction on the lives of Indigenous people of the Niger Delta Region as evident across 
diverse sites of knowledge production?  
 STUDY AREA 
The Niger Delta Region is in the southernmost part of Nigeria and is considered the 
largest wetland in Africa and among the largest in the world, covering 70,000 square 
kilometers(km²). Between 7,000 and 25,000 km² of the Delta are covered by mangrove forests, 
swamps, coastal ridges, and forests (Obi 2010).  
The Region is comprised of 9 states out of the 36 states in Nigeria namely: Bayelsa, 
Rivers, Akwa Ibom, Cross Rivers, Edo, Delta, Ondo, Imo, and Abia, supporting a high 
population of people estimated at 30 million or approximately 23 percent of Nigeria’s total 
population who derive their livelihood from its rich resource base (NPC 2017). According to 
the Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) annual statistical report, the region hosts 
more than 50 multinational oil companies with numerous local oil companies, 159 operational 
oil fields, and 1481 oil wells scattered throughout the region (NNPC 2014, 4). The Niger Delta 
Region is one of the most oil-polluted regions in the world, according to Amnesty International 
(2018). The United Nations Development Programs’ report (2006) on an oil Spill in Ogoni, a 
community in Niger Delta Region acknowledges that most of the farmland, rivers, swamps, 
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and groundwater have been polluted by crude oil. Okoji (2002) and others argue that such 
environmental degradation has contributed to social problems for communities in the region 
as well 
 
FIG:1 
 
MAP OF NIGERIA 
SOURCE: http://www.un.org/Depts/Cartographic/map/profile/nigeria.pdf 
Author: United Nations Cartographic Section 
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FIG 2 
 
Map of Niger Delta Region  
Source: Matemilola et al 2019. https://doi.org/10.3390/cli7020029 
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FIG: 3 
 
Map of Niger Delta showing oil and gas fields 
Source: 
http://www.platts.com/IM.Platts.Content/InsightAnalysis/NewsFeature/2014/Oil/Africa-Oil-
Gas-Energy-Outlook/images/nigeria-oil-gas-fields.jpg 
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 Overview  
  This research is organized into five chapters First, I present a historical overview of oil 
exploration in Nigeria, with a discussion of my chosen theoretical framework. Followed by my 
literature review of key authors researching Social, Political, and Environmental impacts in the 
Niger Delta Region, Nigeria. I then describe the research methodology using critical discourse 
analysis to analyze the relevant documents from the government, multinational companies, 
NGOs, and the National newspaper.  I report my findings from the analysis of the documents. 
Finally, I present my analysis and offer my concluding comments 
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CHAPTER TWO 
CONTEXT AND LITERATURE REVIEW 
 
In this section, I discuss the historical overview of oil exploration and exploitation in 
the Niger Delta Region. Secondly, I present my theoretical framework. Next, I address the 
Nigerian government and the multinational companies in the Niger Delta Region to explain 
the role of the government in the oil sector and their alliance with the multinational oil 
companies operating in the region. Next, I address the environmental and political climate of 
the Niger Delta Region that contribution to various documented negative impacts. Finally, I 
address the negative social impacts in the region, with emphasis on documented impacts on 
youth and the economy.   
AN HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF OIL EXPLORATION AND EXPLOITATION IN 
NIGERIA 
Steyn (2009,5) identifies that oil exploration in Nigeria officially started in 1903 when 
Nigeria Properties (Limited) and Nigeria and West African Development Syndicate (Limited) 
commenced exploration for bitumen, coal, and oil. Their two concessions covered a territory 
of 400 m² in the Agabu-Mulekangbo area in the Lekki Lagoon region of Southern Nigeria. 
Steyn (2009) explains that in 1905 the Nigeria Bitumen Corporation was founded to acquire 
and operate the exploration concessions of Nigeria Properties and Nigeria and West African 
Development Syndicate.  Nigeria Bitumen Corporation discontinued their operation in Nigeria 
during the first World War, but the exploration of crude oil in Nigeria was renewed again by 
the establishment of Shell/D’ Arcy Petroleum Development of Nigeria in 1937 which is an 
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affiliate of mineral oil companies, Shell Petroleum Company and British Petroleum Company 
(Atsegbua 1999). 
Atsegbua (1999,57) explains that the British colonial government gave Shell-BP an oil 
exploration license which covers the whole of Nigeria’s landmass around (375,000 square 
miles). By 1956, Shell-BP made Nigeria’s first commercial discovery at Oloibiri in Bayelsa 
State and later made several discoveries in other parts of the Niger Delta (Watts 2011,52). 
Shell-BP reduced its area of coverage in 1957 to 40,000sq miles of oil prospecting license 
because of the geological and geophysical investigations which favored Niger Delta as the 
region with oil yielding structures (Atsegbua 1999). 
Atsegbua (1999,58) acknowledges that section 6(1) (a) of the Mineral Oil Ordinance 
of 1914, which did not allow non-British companies to participate in oil exploration or given 
exploration license, was abolished in 1958. This dissolution canceled the monopoly of 
exploration rights given to Shell-BP in 1938 and opened the door for some international oil 
companies to take up oil prospecting license concessions voluntarily relinquished by Shell-BP. 
The Nigerian Gulf Oil Company, a subsidiary of Gulf Oil Corporation of America, was 
licensed to explore for petroleum in 1961 along with other international oil companies, such 
as Mobile Oil, Texaco, Occidental, Agip the Italian state-owned oil company, and French-
owned Safrap, which later became Elf (Atsegbua 1999, 58).  
Ejobowah (2000,35) explains that in 1971, the Nigerian Government established the 
Nigerian National Oil Corporation (NNOC) due to their interest in oil production and 
marketing in Nigeria. The Nigerian government, through NNOC began to procure an equity 
stake in the multinational oil companies operating in the country. By 1978, The Nigerian 
Government had procured a 55 to 60 percent stake in all the multinational oil companies 
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operating the country. With 60 percent acquisitions in these companies, the Nigerian 
Government retained majority control of the production and marketing of the country’s oil 
(Ejobowah 2000). 
Atsegbua (1999,69) explains that in 1993, the Nigerian National Petroleum 
Corporation (NNPC) formally Nigerian National Oil Corporation (NNOC) signed a 
production-sharing contract (PSC) with eight oil companies: Shell Nigeria Exploration and 
Production Company, Mobil Producing Nigeria Unlimited, Nigerian Agip Oil Company, 
British Petroleum in alliance with Norwegian Statoil, Elf Petroleum, Chevron Nigeria Limited, 
Esso, Du Pont, and Abacan Resources Corporation. The PSC gives the International oil 
companies higher profit shares and keeps the cash flow for the Nigerian Government. He 
further explains that the major reason for the PSC was because the Nigerian government lacked 
resources to fund exploration and production projects in the country, and the PSC attracted 
over 3billion USD in foreign investment and over 1,7billion USD of capital expenditure within 
a 10years period (ibid). 
Akpan (2005,138) documents that the Nigerian government through NNPC also 
established a joint venture system with international oil companies. He explains that under the 
joint venture, the Nigerian government bears 55-60 percent of the cost of upstream petroleum 
operations while the joint venture partners contribute the rest. The joint venture partners not 
only operate but are responsible for the day to day business of searching for oil, developing 
oilfields, laying and maintain pipelines, and managing the crude oil export terminal.  
 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 
The critical/rethinking development approach to International development is the 
framework that guides this research. Critical development thinkers argue that the motives for 
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development should be visible, and that development should ensure justice for the people in 
the region or country being developed (Sidaway 2008). This research project applied this 
developmental approach to examine the social impacts of oil extraction in the Niger Delta 
Region of Nigeria.  In doing so, I questioned the sustainability reports published by shell 
annually because it contradicts the reality in Niger Delta Region communities.  Development 
from inception (after World War 11) was viewed as progress aiming for a better world via the 
advancement of technology and science (Power 2003). The basic stated principles of 
development were to reduce inequality and poverty, to bridge the gap between the developed 
and the developing nations (Power 2003,2). But Instead of the “kingdom of abundance” 
promised by theorists and politicians in the 1950s, the discourse and the strategy of 
development produced its opposite: massive underdevelopment and impoverishment, untold 
exploitation, and repression. The debt crisis, the Sahelian famine, increasing poverty, 
malnutrition, and violence are only the most pathetic signs of the failure of many decades of 
development (Escobar 1995, 213). Most post-development theorists believe that a better life 
for all is not achievable through the developmental principles, but even if is practicable, there 
must be an alternative way for development to be achieved. But, to adopt an alternative way 
of development, we need to understand development (Andreasson 2017, 2643). According to 
Peet and Hartwick, ‘‘Development is a complex, contradictory phenomenon, reflective of the 
best of human aspiration and yet, exactly because great ideas form the basis of power, subject 
to the most intense manipulation and liable to be used for the purposes that reverse the original 
idea intent’’ (1999, 4).  
In the Niger Delta Region, the struggle for development has remained a subject of 
controversy. Although the Region accounts for over 90 percent of the oil produced in Nigeria, 
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it is one of the most undeveloped regions in the country in terms of infrastructure and economy 
(Elum et al, 2016). The Niger Delta Region historically has been engaged in a struggle with 
regions within Nigeria over being alienated from the processes of development. The struggled 
was pioneered by Nationalists of the Niger Delta who fought for Nigeria’s independence 
alongside their counterparts in other regions of the Nigeria. Though the struggle did not result 
in violate confrontation, the British Colonial government establish the Willinks commission to 
investigate their complain and present recommendation which will address their concerns. 
After five decades, the people of Niger Delta are still waiting for the implementation of the 
Willink recommendation to addresses their concerns (Akubor 2017). Watts (2004) documents 
that the people of Niger Delta are excluded from the benefits of their natural resources in terms 
of development, due to overwhelming corruption in the governmental system. For example,  
50bn USD of the total of  270bn USD oil revenue earned by the government between 1960 and 
2004 seems to have disappeared or been unaccounted for (Watts 2004, 51). This example of 
corruption demonstrates the insincerity of the government towards development in the Niger 
Delta Region. Despite the abundant natural resources available in this region, the ethnic 
minorities who reside in the region lack access to these resources. The people of the Niger 
Delta Region perceive that the Federal government, which is in control of the resources, uses 
the region’s oil wealth to develop other parts of the nation, neglecting their own oil-producing 
Niger Delta Region (Ejobowah 2000). 
Watts (2011) describes the Niger Delta as a region marginalized and excluded from the 
benefits of the oil. Okpako (2014) explains that often the discovery of oil and gas in an area or 
country signifies good fortune for that nation and a better fortune for the oil-producing 
communities because such discovery denotes an end to low standards of living, poverty, 
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illiteracy, and all forms of backwardness and suffering but the Niger Delta communities have 
witnessed the opposite. Li (2005) states that other rentier states (states whose revenues are 
generated by the operations of foreign companies in their state) have different developmental 
strategies. They reinvest their revenue in tourism industries and airlines; some examples are 
Dubai, Bahrain, and Qatar. Obi (2010) writes that the Nigerian state, the ruling elite, and its 
transnational partners use oil wealth to reinforce their own power, with no infrastructural 
benefits or economic development for the oil producing communities.  
Power (2003) acknowledges ‘‘that the idea of development is difficult to define since 
the term has a whole variety of meaning in different times and places. It might be said that the 
term has no clear and unequivocal meaning and is in a sense truly the stuff of myth, mystique, 
and mirage’’ (Power. 2003,1). And Niger Delta communities have witnessed massive natural 
resource extraction over five decades of oil exploitation and exploration in their lands, but little 
or no infrastructural and economic development. Sala-i-Martin and Subramanian (2012, 573) 
stated that in 1965, the oil revenues per capita were about USD33 per capita and GDP was 
USD245. But in 2000, when oil revenue was USD325 per capita, GDP remained the same. 
This means that the oil revenue for about 35 years did not improve local standards of living, 
Rather, people are more impoverished than before (Idemudia 2009). These periods of 
exploitation have resulted in environmental pollution, political unrest, and negative social 
impacts in the region (Watts 2011).   
Government and Multinational Oil Companies 
 
    The British colonial indirect system of governance imposed a form of decentralized 
despotism in Nigerian’s multi-ethnic state. The indirect system of governance during the 
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colonial era, until 1960 when Nigeria gained independence, was orchestrated through regional 
rule by the powerful ethnic and regional majorities (Watts 2004).  During the colonial era, 
Nigeria was made up of three regions: The North, West, and Eastern Regions, which the 
country maintained even after Nigerian independence in 1960. The revenue allocation formula 
which was applied during the colonial era in Nigeria was the Chicks Commission Formula. 
Each region under this formula had a return of the total revenue derived from that region for 
developmental purposes. This formula was in existence until the discovery of oil in the Niger 
Delta (Eastern Region) in 1956. A new formula named  Raisman Commission Formula 
reduced the revenue allocation to the regions to 50 percent of their total contribution to the 
central government (Ejobowah 2000). The Raisman Commission was adopted by the 
government because this sharing formula was structured in such a way that revenues derived 
from crude oil were divided into three: one for the region of production, another for the federal 
government, and the third for a Distributive Pool Account (DPA). The period between 1960 
(independence)  and the eve of the civil war in 1966, saw oil revenues split into 50 percent for 
the region of derivation, 20 percent for the federal government, and 30 percent for the 
Distributive Pool Account which in turn was shared among the regions based on their 
respective populations equitably (Ejobowah 2000, 35). 
The Nigerian military government enacted four decrees during the Nigerian civil war 
(1967- 1970) that ‘‘vested the ownership of oil and gas to the Nigerian state: Oil in Navigable 
Waters Act of 1968; the Petroleum Act/ Decree of 1969; Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) 
Decree of 1979; and the Land Use Act of 1978’’ (Obi 2010, 223). These decrees made a 
significant impact on the communities and the people of Niger Delta since the Land Use Act 
of 1978 placed all the land in the federation in the trust of the government, and the Petroleum 
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Act gave the entire ownership and control of all petroleum in, under or upon any land to the 
government (Obi 2010, 223). The communities in the Niger Delta have no legal claim to the 
ownership of the oil and gas extracted from their land by the multinational oil companies, so 
cannot make successful compensatory claims even when their land and water are polluted by 
the activities of the companies (Obi 2010, 223).  
 Those communities of the Southern minority states with oil exploitation and 
production ongoing on their lands, have continued to bear the burden of generating the national 
wealth and prosperity from oil mineral operations. The communities are not given any 
satisfactory treatment for their contribution to the national wealth (Eghosa 2015). The Nigerian 
government created legal structures that allow total ownership of natural resource deposits 
from the Niger Delta Communities, thus depriving communities of the benefits that might 
accrue from those resources (Ejobowah 2000).  These activities of the government and the 
multinational oil companies in the Niger Delta have created a negative environmental and 
political climate for the inhabitants of the Region.  
Environmental Climate 
The activities of the multinational oil companies in the Niger Delta Region have created 
an ecological disaster. Jonas Okeagu, Joseph Okeagu, Ademiluyi Adegoke, and Chinwe 
Onuoha (2006, 205) describe the Nig er Delta Region as an “environmental disaster zone,” 
acknowledging that between 1986 and 1996, 2.5 million barrels of crude oil were spilled in the 
area, and approximately eight million cubic feet of natural gas was burnt daily. They further 
explained that the transportation of oil by pipeline through several flow stations to the 
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refineries and export points causes corrosion of pipes, some of which have burst and spilled 
oil on land and water (ibid).  
  Because of the contamination of oil in mangrove swamp and wetlands as well as on 
land, oil has penetrated the soils down to several meters and has contaminated groundwater 
over large areas. In addition to related environmental damage, his has resulted in the 
contamination of drinking water wells, which is a particularly serious concern from a human 
health perspective (UNEP 2011). These spills have necessitated the complete relocation of 
some communities, and have resulted in the loss of ancestral homes, pollution of freshwater, 
loss of forest and agricultural land, destruction of fishing grounds, and reduction of fish 
production.  Fishing is the major source of income for the Niger Delta people (Elum et al 
2016).  
The Niger Delta is made up of a network of creeks and rivers that flow into the Atlantic 
Ocean, which makes an oil spill in one locality dangerous to other boundary communities. The 
result is the brackish water people must contend with for drinking and laundry purposes 
(UNDEP 2006). In the Niger Delta community of Otuasega, it was revealed that the 
community-sourced drinking water from the contaminated river.  Shell, which had been 
operating for over 40 years and whose camp is very close to the community, provided a 
borehole for the community in 2004 after a series of protests (Oluwaniyi 2010). The most 
amazing fact, which seems difficult to understand, is that oil companies that operate and have 
their camps within oil-producing communities have access to basic and social facilities. 
Conversely, inhabitants in oil-producing areas lack such basic amenities and have had to 
protest and to engage oil companies to secure them. Okeague et al. (2006) also note that land 
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and groundwater pollution has led to serious health problems such as the continuous outbreak 
of diarrhea, birth deformities, and soft tissue cancers   
According to Amnesty International (2018), the Niger Delta region remains one of the 
most polluted regions in the world despite the 2006 United Nations Environmental Program 
(UNEP) recommendation for a cleanup of the region. The UNEP report (2006, 15) suggests 
that it will take 30 years to clean up the contamination in the Ogoni community, with an 
estimated cost of 1 billion USD.  
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The volume of the oil spill in the Niger Delta by Shell in million litres (ML) 
2011: 2,395,871ML; 2012: 3,834,741ML; 2013:3,347,836ML; 2014: 2,442,836ML;  
2015: 2,855,891ML; 2016: 1,007,437ML; 2017: 1,689,030ML.  
Source: Amnesty International 2018 
 
Political Climate 
The history of minority ethnic group agitation in Nigeria can be traced back to the 
period of colonial rule when the ethnic minority groups demanded the creation of exclusive 
regions independent of the majority ethnic groups, with whom they had been joined in the three 
regions of colonial Nigeria (Akubor 2017). Apart from merging the minority with the majority 
ethnic groups, the minority groups had other grievances, which are unique to some regions. In 
Northern Nigeria, for example, minority grievances centered around the imposition of Hausa-
Fulani Muslim rule on non-Muslims and the non-Hausa-Fulani population. In the Southern 
part of the country, which is mostly Christian, the two Majority Ethnic groups are the Igbos 
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and the Yorubas (Akubor 2017). As a way of addressing these grievances, the colonial 
secretary at the time, Alan Lennox-Boyd, instituted a Minorities Commission headed by Sir 
Henry Willink in 1957, to examine the grievances and demands of the ethnic minorities and 
come up with a solution. The British Colonial government agreed with the Commission’s 
conclusion that the minority groups were ‘‘backward’’ and the Niger Delta was 
underdeveloped and suggested that the best way to address the protest of the minorities was to 
embark on massive infrastructural development of the area (Usuanlele and Ibhawoh 2017). 
After Nigerian independence in 1960, the responsibility to address the minority concerns fell 
on the incoming Nigerian Government led by Sir Abubakar Tafawa Balewa. To implement the 
Willinks recommendation on infrastructural development, the Federal government set up the 
Niger Delta Development Board (NDDB) in 1961 to meet the particular developmental needs 
of the area and the people. The ineffectiveness of the NDDB led to its replacement with the 
Niger Delta Development Authority (NDBDA) in 1976. Later, the Oil Mineral Producing Area 
Development Commission (OMPDEC) was set up in 1992 and the NDDC was established in 
2000. All of these government organizations failed to provide the required infrastructural 
development largely due to the lack of political will and commitment. Most of the 
developmental projects were either abandoned or never done due to corruption within the 
system (Akubor 2017).  
Watts (2004, 2007, 2011) argues that the region had been experiencing political unrest, 
with many aggressive and violent protests, due to inequality and economic deprivation. Watts 
(2004, 51) further describes the four political points for agitation as (1) the clamor for resource 
control by the people; (2) the struggle for self-determination; (3) growing insecurity and intra-
community, inter-ethnic and state violence; and (4) minority and majority ethnic politics. Watts 
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(2007) writes that the political atmosphere in the Niger Delta is associated with the conflicts 
and violence which negatively impact the communities because most of the politicians in the 
region are at conflict with each other to acquire political positions.  Obi (2010) emphasized 
that change can only occur when a different approach is adopted to the production of oil. It 
must be oriented benefitting the people of the Niger Delta Region. He also suggests that the 
change will rest on the ‘‘foundation of a democratic multi-ethnic society that can guarantee 
resource control by the minorities, under a visionary and committed leadership backed by a 
progressive social movement to confront the equitable restructuring of the Nigerian State and 
reverse the injustice in the oil industry’’ (Obi 2010, 234). 
According to Human Rights Watch (1999), the activities of multinational companies 
in the Niger Delta Region resulted in human rights abuses such as the disappearance of people, 
arbitrary detention and torture, and loss of land and livelihoods without negotiation and without 
compensation. An Amnesty International 2018 report on Niger Delta describes atrocious 
human rights abuses including the murder of Ken Saro Wiwa, leader of the movement for the 
survival of the Ogoni People, and eight other Ogoni minority rights activists who, in November 
1995, protested the poor quality of life of the Ogoni people despite the oil exploration activities 
of Shell in their community (Brittain 2015). 
 
Social Impacts 
 
Many scholars and activists (Chindo 2011; Frynas 2001; Ifeka 2005; Watts 2011) 
document that the activities of the multinational oil companies operating in the Niger Delta 
Region have resulted in various negative impacts on the environment, the ecosystem, politics, 
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economy, and social life of the inhabitance of the region. Okoji (2002, 196) explains that 
impacts on the majority of the indigenous people living in the communities can include 
changes to their way of life, culture, economy, family, and psychology. 
 The activities of the multinational oil companies have exerted great influence on the 
cultures of the people living in these communities. According to Akhionbare and Osuji (2013), 
the activities of the oil companies have destroyed historical places of worship and degraded 
traditional values. They further explained that the influx of oil workers in the communities 
have influenced the norms and values of the people, ‘‘increased sexual pervasiveness, 
heightened the demand for promiscuity in these communities’’ (Akhionbare and Osuji 2013, 
22).  
Ochogba et al, (2017) identified that in some Niger Delta communities,  elements of 
culture such as main modes of dress, greetings, food, dancing, festivals, masquerade, music, 
wrestling, sacred lands, age groups fishing competitions, and crop farming are gradually fading 
(Ochogba et al 2017, 49).  Okpako (2014) also documented the increase in demand for sex 
work in the area as being linked to the presence of oil and gas workers that are living within 
the communities. 
  Akhionbare et al, (2013) and Fryan (2001) highlight the oil and gas company presence 
as contributing to local conflicts.  They attribute the continuous inter and intra community 
conflict to the unresponsiveness of government and oil companies to the demands of the local 
people in the oil-producing area. Most of the local demands were first presented to the 
government and multinational oil companies through community representatives peacefully 
but usually turns into violent protests when those demands were ignored.  According to Watts 
(2011), Oloibiri was the place oil was first discovered in Nigeria but had since been abandoned 
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with ‘‘no running water, no electricity, no roads, and no functioning primary school, but with 
highly polluted environment’’ (Watts 2011, 53). Watts (2004) explains that the Land Use Act 
1978 Decree of the Nigerian Government removed the land rights from the communities and 
the claim of oil royalties which the multinational companies paid the communities for 
operating in their area. Most of the community farmlands were given to the multinational oil 
companies by the government without adequate compensation. Watts (2004, 63) also explains 
that the traditional monarchies in most communities in the Niger Delta Region have become 
intensely contested positions due to the benefits they get from the oil companies without 
representing the interest of their communities. 
 
 Impacts On Youth       
  ‘‘Youths are seen as the most agile, active, resilient survivors and ever  
ready to bring about social transformation, either peacefully or violently,  
to achieve the desired future’’ (Oluwaniyi 2010, 311). 
  
In the Niger Delta, resistance is collective action in preventing continuous exclusion, 
exploitation, and environmental degradation of the Region by the multinational oil companies 
and the Nigerian State. Most communities in the Niger Delta Region in the last ten years are 
demanding resource control and protesting the continual collection of rents and royalties by 
the government.  The Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP) led by Ken 
Saro-Wiwa rebelled against the government in the early 1990s in demand for natural resource 
control.  The Kaiama Declaration of December 1998 by the Ijaw youth (a tribe in the Niger 
Delta) gave an ultimatum to the federal government and the oil companies to vacate Ijawland 
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before the New Year. Their demand was for total control of the exploitation and production of 
crude oil in their land (Ejobowah 2000). 
In other words, Oluwaniyi (2010) recounted an incident that occurred in the Bille 
Community of Degema (Niger Delta) in 2005 when the Ijaw youths closed the flow stations in 
their community for a few days after they had issued a series of warnings to Shell. The youth 
in the community  decided to shut the oil wells because of total negligence by Shell after 47 
years of exploration, exploitation, and production of crude oil. They were asking for resource 
control, improved living conditions, and employment opportunities. After a few months, the 
youths were involved in another protest due to the non-response to their initial demand. 
According to a Bille youth leader, ‘‘Violence is the only language Shell understands and the 
youth of the community are bent on shutting down every Shell flow station in Bille if it fails 
to heed to their request’’ (Oluwaniyi 2010, 320). 
The youth in these oil-producing communities though not militant in their approach 
initially, years of neglect and marginalization at the hands of the oil companies and the 
government brought about the change hence the resort to militancy in the pursuit of their goals 
(Oluwaniyi 2010). The purpose of militancy in the Niger Delta is to draw national and 
international attention to the injustices perpetrated by the government and the multinational oil 
companies on their communities. Some of the militants’ activities include hostage taking, 
seizure of boats, and killing of oil workers. The wave of militancy has increased due to the 
influx of small arms and light weapons like AK47s, shotguns, handguns, dynamites, and rifles 
into these communities. This made weapons easily accessible to the youths and influence their 
behavior. The Federal Government established the Joint Military Task Force (JTF), whose role 
has been to clamp down on the level of criminality and to aim to eliminate criminals or 
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militants in the region. But this strategy has yielded more violence than expected and has 
spurred armed groups to consolidate their commitment to making the region untenable and 
ungovernable, thus increasing the level of social and economic insecurity of the region (Watts 
2007).          
 The Niger Delta youth may be the most affected by the extraction of oil in the region. 
Okonofuna (2013), in his research, reveals ‘‘triangulation’’ as the major cause of conflict in 
the Niger Delta Region. Triangulation can be described as a manipulative strategy to engineer 
rivalry between two people, also known as the tactic to “divide and conquer”. Okonofuna 
(2013) argues that youths are caught in the middle of the political struggle between the local 
politicians in the Niger Delta, the government, and the multinational companies. Okonofua 
(2013) identifies that such conflict later affects youth mental health. Onyechi et al, (2016) 
explain that individuals living in oil spill impacted communities, especially youth, has 
significant problems with posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD), including exhibiting 
avoidance behavior and intrusive stress.  
It is safe to conclude therefore that the political climate within which oil was extracted 
from the Niger Delta had the negative effect of militarizing youth who saw the use of violence 
not only as a means of protest but also as key to their survival. That the region has been thrown 
into a perpetual state of conflict does not promote youth development. Oluwaniyi (2010) 
argues that many of the youths living in the Niger Delta become militant due to lack of 
employment, lack of social welfare supports, inadequate infrastructure, and the non-fulfillment 
of a more community-oriented memorandum of understanding between the government and 
the oil companies. Watts (2007) explains that youths in the Niger Delta Region engage in oil 
26 
 
 
theft and vandalization of oil facilities because oil companies fail to provide basic amenities to 
the communities in their region of operation.   
 Although Nwigbo and Imoh (2016) attributed an increase in the Niger Delta Region 
crime rate to unemployment among the youths, who would otherwise be busy in their farmland 
or fishing in the rivers. Watts (2007) reveals that decades of abandonment and a lack of 
infrastructure driven by the state authoritarianism gave rise to multiple youth 
organizations.such as the Supreme Egbesu Assembly (SEA), the Movement for the 
Emancipation of the Niger Delta (MEND and the Niger Delta Volunteer Force (NDVF). Many 
of the youths’ grievances center around poverty, lack of employment and minimal educational 
opportunities are felt widely across the region.  Watts (2007) explains that politicians from the 
region influenced the formation of these militants through the provision of arms and money. 
He acknowledges that the low-level oil thefts which are controlled by the militants as a way of 
financing their struggle are organized through a vast state-centered syndicate linking high 
ranking military, politicians, and the Niger Delta special military task force and coast guards. 
 
Impacts On Economy 
The impact on the economy of the Region can never be overemphasized because the 
activities of the oil companies and the government economic policies have impoverished the 
inhabitants of the Niger Delta Region. Oil is important to Nigerians economic survival because 
it accounts for 85 percent of Nigeria’s Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and 70-80 percent of 
Federal Governments revenue (Ebegbulem et al, 2013,1).   After the Nigerian Civil War, the 
Federal Government reduced the petroleum revenue allocation for the State of derivation from 
50 percent in 1969 to 3 percent in 1999 (Ejobowah 2000, 36). This reduction of petroleum 
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allocation to the Niger Delta States affected the economic and infrastructural development of 
the region and increased the poverty rate for the people of Niger Delta. According to the Niger 
Delta Human Development Report (UNDP2006, 15) the region’s Human Development Index 
(HDI) score, a measure of well-being encompassing the longevity of life, knowledge, and a 
decent standard of living is 0.564 (with 1being the highest score) but the region rates below 
regions or countries with similar oil and gas reserves such as Venezuela – 0.772 and Indonesia- 
0.697. Niger delta records an unemployment rate of (29%), and the poverty rate (70%) of 
people living below USD1/day (UNDP 2006, 36). The high unemployment rate recorded in 
the region (29%) is in sharp contrast to the national average of (3.65 %) in the same year (world 
bank 2006). Additionally, Eghosa (2015) in his work stated that the region had a GNP per 
capita below the national average of USD 280. This is despite the fact that the region boasts of 
vast oil reserves which should have ideally lifted the people from the claws of poverty. The 
people in protest, therefore, became reluctant to participate in economic development activities 
and instead chose the path of militancy in the quest for resource control (Eghosa 2015).   
The people of the Niger Delta Region are mainly farmers and fishers, but the massive 
land and water pollution in the region with land displacement for oil production have affected 
the livelihood of the people. Most of the food grown in the communities are contaminated by 
various chemical due to high level of land and groundwater pollution (Okpako 2014). The 
farmer often complains of low yield of farm produce which some argue is because of high soil 
temperature caused by gas flaring in that area (Dung et al 2008).  
Elum et al, (2016) documents that pollution led to the migration of farmers and fishers 
who have lost their local livelihoods.  They often migrate to surrounding cities without the 
capacity to deal with the economic, social, and health requirements of a population explosion. 
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The infrastructure and housing construction in Portharcourt, the largest urban center in the 
Niger Delta has lagged far behind population growth. In1952, the city had a population of 
about 76,000 people. By 2014, over 3 million people resided there, with the average population 
density of 1.95 person ha-¹. (Daramola and Ibem 2010). 
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CHAPTER 3 
METHODOLOGY AND METHODS 
 
I will be using Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to examine the social impacts of oil 
extraction on the indigenous people of the Niger Delta Region and to identify how the Nigerian 
government, the multinational oil companies, the communities, and International non-
governmental Organization interpret the social impacts of oil extraction on the indigenous 
people of Niger Delta.  
Critical Discourse analysis (CDA) originates from a critical theory of language which 
sees the use of language as a form of social practice (Janks 1997). This approach was developed 
by Norman Fairclough, Ruth Wodack, and Teun van Dijk in the late 1980s as a programmatic 
department in European discourse studies (Blommaert and Bulcaen 2000). Fairclough (2001, 
22) states that CDA is “a theoretical perspective on language as   one element or ‘moment’ of 
the material social process, which gives rise to ways of analyzing language within a broader 
analysis of the social process.” CDA is concerned with studying and analyzing written text and 
spoken words “to reveal the discursive source of power, dominance, inequality, and bias and 
how these sources are initiated, maintained, reproduced, and transformed within specific 
social, economic political and historical contexts” (Van Dijik 1998, 4). 
The indigenous people of Niger Delta have been negatively impacted for many years 
by the Land Use Decree of 1978 which deprives the indigenous people of an ownership stake 
in their land, and assigns control of natural resources to the state (International Crisis Group 
2006). The argument about the ownership and control of oil resources in the Niger Delta started 
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after the Nigerian civil war that took place between (1967-1970) which prompted the Nigerian 
government to implement the Petroleum Act and the Land Use Act to establish dominance and 
total control over the Niger Delta Region (Ejobowah 2000,35). I worked with multinational oil 
companies that operate in the Niger Delta region for more than 10 years as a Quality Assurance 
and Quality Control (QA/QC) inspector on soil remediation projects on the crude oil-
contaminated sites. This work exposed me to the living condition of the indigenous people of 
the Niger Delta. I believe that my experience and the relationships that I built with the 
indigenous people aided my analysis of the data. I acknowledge my Positionality and know 
that it will enhance my understanding of critical issues such as the psychological and emotional 
state of the indigenous people. I realized from my research methodology class that reflexivity 
is a process that will help to be more aware of my bias. To be truthful and transparent during 
and after my document selection and analysis, I must reflect on my attitude, experiences, and 
assumptions throughout the entire process. According to Pillow (2003), reflexivity is the ability 
to look back on what was done, and think on how it could have been done better, makes the 
researcher transparent in his or her work. This enables the researcher to legitimize, represent 
better, and call into question the research data.  
In preparation for my fieldwork and research, I completed all my required course work. 
In May 2019, I traveled to Nigeria for document collection because most of the documents for 
my research project. I visited several libraries and research centers in Nigeria including the 
Shell corporate library, the National Research Center in Portharcourt, the University of 
Portharcourt Library, the Niger Delta University Library, the Petroleum Research Center in 
Warri, and the State Library in Portharcourt. Unfortunately, I found that these research centers 
have inadequate data for my research. The lack of relevant data made it impossible to access 
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valuable material during my time in Nigeria.Therefore, I chose to refocus my documentation 
collection for this research project from 1990-2010 to 2009-2019, because the more recent 
relevant documents can be easily accessed online 
 RESEARCH DESIGN 
 
The analysis contained in this research is based on the review of relevant literature on 
the subject matter. To this end, five broad categories emerged from the literature on the social 
impacts of oil extraction in the Niger Delta region. These categories included, cultural, 
community, economy, family, and the youth impacts. However, two of these categories 
namely, the impact on youth and the economy were most prominent in the reviewed literature. 
Therefore, for this research, the social impact of oil extraction on the local economy and the 
youth is explored. I used Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to examine these impacts, by 
critically analyzing and interpreting the text and the language used to address these impacts in 
the documents. The overall aim of critical discourse analysis is to link linguistic analysis to 
social analysis (Janks 1997). 
 
 Data Collection  
Although other sources of information such as social media, internet news, newsprints, 
and blogs exist, I will be reviewing documents produced by Shell, Amnesty International, and 
reports from one Nigerian national newspaper (THISDAY) to illuminate the ways language 
reveals the ideological underpinnings of power relations on the two categories of impacts 
(economy and youth) which form the central focus of this research. The focus on Shell is  
because the company owns and operates fifty (50%) percent of the oil wells in the Niger Delta 
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region  Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation (2014). Shell was the first corporation to 
discover oil in the Niger Delta and has been in operation for over five decades. According to 
Akpan (2005), Shell owns the best oil fields in the country and enjoyed a monopoly of the 
upstream petroleum sector until Nigerians independence. Amnesty International is an 
internationally recognized NGO which has generated several reports on the Niger Delta issues 
over the past two decades. Their reports have been used as evidence in some litigation 
processes, especially the report on pollution in the Niger Delta region such as the 2012 report 
on the Bodo oil spill. THISDAY Newspaper is one of the most widely distributed national 
newspapers in Nigeria and has several reports on the issues in the Niger Delta region.  
Type Of Documents To Be Reviewed And Analyzed: 
Shell (2009-2018) 
 
• Shell Sustainability Reports (https://www.shell.com/sustainabilityreport) 
 
Amnesty International (2009-2018) 
• Reports on human right violations in the Niger delta. 
• Reports on poverty and pollution in the Niger delta. 
• Annual Reports (www.amnestyusa.org/reports/annual-reports-nigeria) 
 
THISDAY NATIONAL NEWSPAPPER (2009-2018) 
• Reports on the Niger Delta issues (www.thisdaylive.com). 
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Data Analysis 
According to Janks (1997, 329), “all social practices are tied to specific historical 
contexts and are the means by which existing social relations are formed or contested in order 
to serve different interests.” In my documentation analysis, the questions will be: How is the 
text positioned or positioning? Whose interests are served by this positioning? Whose interest 
is subjugated? What are the consequences of this positioning? I must consider the issue of bias, 
both concerning the author or the creator of the document and myself as the researcher, and to 
be reflexive during my analysis of all the document  
The first stage of data analysis is coding the data to find a relevant pattern and organize 
them into similar themes under the various social impacts to facilitate analysis. I will use 
content analysis to reveal the frequency of important themes and patterns from the data and 
organize them under the two major impacts that my research project will focus on for the 
analysis. Bernard (2011,338) states that analysis is ‘‘the search for pattern in data and ideas 
that help explain why those patterns are there in the first place’’. I used a sample of (51) articles 
from ‘‘THISDAY’ ’national newspaper, my initial search revealed 168 articles that contain the 
search term which fit between 2009 and 2019. Most of the articles were removed because they 
provided duplicate and sometimes identical information, some are focused on other issues in 
Niger Delta Region outside my research scope. The articles were removed because they are 
not focused on either impact on youths or the economy. I used (10) sustainability reports from 
Shell because the company publishes one sustainability report each year. I used (5) Amnesty 
International reports on Niger Delta that contains information within the scope of my research.  
According to (Fairclough 1995), CDA consists of three interrelated processes of analysis which 
are tied to three interrelated dimensions of discourse. These three dimensions are: 
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1. the object of analysis (including verbal, visual or verbal and visual texts) 
2. the process by which the object is produced and received (writing/ 
speaking/viewing) by human subjects. 
3. the socio-historical conditions that govern these process 
 
Each of these dimensions requires a different kind of analysis. Van Dijk (2000) acknowledged 
that Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) does not have a unitary theoretical framework or 
methodology because it is best viewed as a shared perspective encompassing a range of 
approaches instead of one school. Fairclough (1995) therefore outlined three different types of 
analysis that can be adopted. This includes text analysis, process analysis, and social analysis.  
1. Text analysis (description) 
Text analysis requires reading the documents critically, having in mind that it is not difficult 
to critique a document when we disagree with it, but more difficult when we agree. Key 
components of the analysis include: 
Topic position: the writer can create a perspective that influences the reader’s 
perception of the chosen topic. Reading the topic critically to analyze who is 
depicted as in power and over whom? 
Omission: Omission of information in a sentence can be achieved by nominalization, 
that is converting verbs into nouns and the use of passive verbs. I must always 
question; what information is removed from the sentence and why it is removed. 
Connotation: the use of words and metaphors can influence the reader’s mind about an 
event or people. Words like demonstrators and protestors can give a sentence a 
different meaning when used to describe an event. 
Tone: the tone of a text can be used to convey different messages to the readers’, the 
use of a word like ‘‘must’’ seems more authoritative than may or might 
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2. Process analysis (interpretation) 
Fairclough (1995) refers to the situational context and the intertextual context as central to the 
process of interpretation. In terms of the situational context, it is useful to ask when and where 
a text is produced for proper interpretation as each can influence the production of a document. 
If a document is produced in Niger Delta in a period of crisis or produced outside of Nigeria 
for example, what are the contextual factors that influenced the production of the document 
  
3. Social analysis (explanation) 
The socio-historical condition of the period in which the text was produced is important for 
the explanation of the texts. Understanding this context is very important because the 
language used during a military regime will not be the same in a democratic government. 
 For this research, I adopted the text analysis approach to understand the social impact 
of oil exploration in the Niger Delta region of Nigeria. I, therefore, focused on the words used 
by Shell, the Nigerian government, and the NGOs to describe the impact of the oil extraction 
on the youth and economy of the Niger Delta Region.   
Critical Discourse Analysis of the Documents 
 In adopting the text analysis approach, I processed the documents and organized them 
in a Microsoft Office Excel spreadsheet, under two headings: economy and youth. The 
spreadsheet contained six columns titled as follows: quote,keywords, source, thoughts, 
reflections, and latent. The sixth column which I called the latent column was created for any 
additional or latent content relevant to my research. I then proceeded to classify all related 
text under the two headings for more efficient analysis (Braun and Clark 2006). I, therefore, 
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applied my analysis to identify patterns in discourse and distinguish the use of various texts 
and language as an interpretive discourse (Rose 2011). I looked for keywords that are used to 
describe the impact on youths and impacts on the economy. As I conduct my analysis, I was 
very attentive to the different ways the media, the NGOs, and Shell used to describe the 
impacts on the economy and youths in the documents.   According to Jager and Maier 
(2014), CDA is a form of observational analysis focusing on patterns found in the discourse, 
in doing so, there is a focus on the repetition of statements (Jager and Maier 2014,32).  
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CHAPTER FOUR 
 FINDINGS 
In this chapter, I present my findings from the Critical Discourse Analysis I carried out 
on documents concerning the social impacts of oil extraction on the Niger Delta region. The 
findings center on the twin focus of this study: the impact on the youth and the economy. With 
regards to the youth, the findings include information on the rise of militancy, sabotage, oil 
theft and criminal gangs in the region. A section is also dedicated to highlight the conduct of 
the youth in Ogoni in relation to oil extraction in their area. With regards to the economy, the 
impact includes loss of personal income and the rising cost of living. The chapter also describes 
the claims and counter claims made by Shell, Amnesty International, and the media with 
regards to the impacts of oil extraction in the Niger Delta Region. Therefore the findings is 
grouped into two parts, the first part captured the impact of the oil extraction and the second 
part focused on the interventions undertaken by Shell and the government.  
 IMPACTS ON YOUTH 
 The role of youth in national development has been recognised, because they play a 
central role in community building. The youths are regarded as the active , vibrant, daring and 
with useful energies. In the Niger Delta Region, the worsening economic situation such as 
unemployment, lack of consistent framework for youth development  and general hardship has 
turned the youths into agents of social vices (Ofem and Ajayi 2008). 
 The youth movement emerged from a displacement of regional elders by youths who 
were growing poorer, unemployed and frustrated by their unfortunate condition inspite of the 
regions resources and contribution. However , some of the community youth organization and 
some political pressure groups in various communities, transformed into militant group to 
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forcely demand for better living condition, employment and infrastructural development of the 
region. While some others turned into criminal gangs and oil thieves, setting up illegal oil 
refining, selling crude oil in the black market and polluting the environment (Watts 2007).  
 The 2009 Amnesty International  report on the Niger Delta Region states that  oil 
exploration in the Niger Delta has long been marked by protests by local communities about 
the negative impact of the oil industry, corruption, and the failure of oil wealth to be translated 
into better living conditions’’. The Amnesty report explains that more recently, armed groups 
and criminal gangs have explicitly sought resource control on behalf of the oil producing areas, 
and have engaged in theft of oil and in acts of violence which are sometimes claimed as 
retribution for the treatment of the people of the Niger Delta by the oil industry (Amnesty 
International 2009, 13). 
The Rise of Militancy 
 Niger Delta has become a troubled, restive and conflict-ridden region of Nigeria. What 
began as communal protest for increased benefit from the oil companies operating in the region 
has blossomed into an armed confrontation by some of the youth in the region (Ikelegbe 2005). 
Niger Delta youth generally experience poverty in the midst of plenty, thereby facing many 
social, political and economic challenges in their immediate environment. Many of the youth 
are unsure of their future since the activities of the oil companies in the communities had 
rendered the area unsuitable for farming and fishing, thereby increased unemployment for the 
youth      
However THISDAY newspaper reported the emerged of militant and pressure groups 
such as the Egbesu Boys, the Movement for the Emancipation of the Niger Delta (MEND), the 
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Niger Delta People’s Volunteer Force (NDPVF), the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni 
People (MOSOP), the Biafran Zionist Movement (BZM), the Okoloma Ikpangi, the Movement 
for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB) and recently, the Niger Delta 
Avengers. 
 According to Amnesty report, lot of armed groups and criminal gange that operate in 
the Niger Delta, increasingly engage in battle with the Nigerian security force in recent time. 
In response the security forces have used excessive force without regard to the impact on the 
local population. The delta’s armed groups (militans) have emerged from and feed on local 
frustrations. They have also emerged because of political encouragement of armed ‘youth’ 
gangs in the run up to elections, and a context where they can engage in organized criminal 
activities such as illegal oil bunkering. The organized theft of oil by illegal bunkering or hot 
tapping is lucrative and widespread (Amnesty International 2009, 13). 
  The 2012 Shell Sustainability Report stated that two contractors working for Shell 
Petroleum Development Company (SPDC) were tragically killed in 2012 in an armed attack 
while assessing the remediation of an oil-spill site. According to the report, the government’s 
security forces have stepped up their efforts, but they need more dedicated resources and 
logistical support to combat militancy now that it has assumed such an international dimension. 
The report also revealed that in 2012, SPDC operations in Nigeria was a year of contrasts and 
militancy had turned to be a long-term problem which escalated. As a result,crude oil 
production was around 20 percent below capacity in SPDC onshore facilities due to pipeline 
shutdowns resulting from militant activities. The report explained that significant progress was 
made to increase oil production. Improved security achieved by the government amnesty for 
militants and stable co-funding from its partners enabled SPDC to continue its multi-year 
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programme to install new gas-gathering facilities and repair existing ones damaged by 
militants. As a result, SPDC’s flaring fell in 2012 by around 25 percent from the previous year, 
while production fell by 8 percent (Shell Sustainability Report 2012, 22). 
 
Sabotage,Oil Theft and Criminal Gangs in Niger Delta 
 The sabotage of oil pipelines, vandalization and oil theft has been on the 
increase in the Niger Delta Region, which has contributed to environmental degradation and 
insecurity of the region (Obi 2010).  Criminal gangs and oil thieves has taken the advantage of 
the insecurity in the Niger Delta region to establish there operation in the region. 
 THISDAY Newspaper 2009 reported that Amnesty International accused Shell of 
covering up devastating oil spills by blaming them on sabotage by local militants in the Niger 
Delta. But Shell's African Regional Communications Director, Olav Ljosne told Reuters that 
Amnesty International investigators had come to the oil hub of PortHarcourt to confront it with 
questions but made no attempt at open dialogue to understand the complexities and pressures 
that define the relationships SPDC has with various stakeholders. Shell claimed that 85 percent 
of the pollution from their operations comes from attacks and sabotage that also put their staff's 
lives  at risk. (ThisDay Newspaper July 7, 2009, 34).  
Amnesty International 2009 report, argued that although sabotage, vandalism of oil 
infrastructure and theft of oil are serious problems in the Niger Delta, the scale of the problem 
remains unclear.The report explained that sabotage ranges from vandalism by community 
members to theft of oil and deliberate attacks by criminal groups. Some people damage pipes 
while trying to steal small quantities of oil for sale at local markets or for personal use. Others 
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damage pipes and installations to extort compensation payments or clean-up contracts from 
companies. The increase in community sabotage activities reflects wider problems that exist 
in oil-affected areas of the Niger Delta. For some people, causing an oil spill and getting a 
clean-up contract or compensation is the only way they can access any benefit from the oil 
operations (Amnesty International 2009, 15).  
The Shell report also claimed that majority of oil spills in Nigeria are the result of 
sabotage or are caused when thieves drill into pipelines or wellhead equipment to steal oil and 
natural gas liquids. The Shell report explained that in 2009 the volume of such spills for the 
Shell Petroleum Development Company (SPDC) was almost 14,000 tons, accounting for 98 
percent of total SPDC spills volume during the year and significantly greater than sabotage 
and theft-related spills in 2008 (Shell Sustainability Report 2009,22)  
The 2010 Shell Sustainability Report stated that criminal gangs continue to steal oil 
from pipelines at an estimated rate of 100,000 barrels a day. The report claimed that theft and 
illegal refining cause extensive environmental damage, that sabotage and theft together 
accounted for more than 80 percent of the spill volume from SPDC facilities in 2010. The 
report also stated that Niger Delta experienced relative stability in 2010 due to continued 
government amnesty for militants who had been attacking oil facilities in recent years. This 
allowed important projects, such as pipelines to move forward, and facilities to collect gas 
produced with oil that is normally burned or flared (Shell Sustainability Report 2010,18). 
While 2010 THISDAY Newspaper Report stated that The Joint Task Force (JTF) 
commander, Major-General Bello made the remark while briefing newsmen on the arrest of a 
vessel ''MT B EXCEL''  by a combined team of the JTF and the Nigerian Navy, over illegal 
Bunkering off the Warri coast in the Niger Delta. The commander explained that they had been 
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battling the increasing spate of illegal refineries, which had really become a matter of serious 
concern. He futher stated that the proactive measures taken by the JTF, redued the incidents of 
illegal bunkering in the coastal area of the region (THISDAY Newspaper,2010,1). 
The 2011 Shell Sustainability Report stated that although militant attacks have 
declined, industrial-scale oil theft and illegal refining remain serious problems which have led 
to spills that cause environmental damage. A report by the UN Office on Drugs and Crime in 
2009 estimated as much as 150,000 barrels of oil a day were being stolen. The report also 
reveals that the volume of spills caused by sabotage and theft from SPDC facilities fell in 2011 
to 1.6 thousand tonnes, from 3.0 thousand tonnes in 2010. Shell said that they are taking steps 
to make it more difficult for the thieves to tap into and steal oil from their pipelines, but 
preventing theft still depends on the prompt response of government security agencies. The 
report also stated that over the last year, SPDC has shut down production on several occasions 
to make repairs to damaged pipelines. But no sooner do they work on one area, than the thieves 
shift their focus elsewhere (Shell Sustainability Report 2011, 19). 
According to 2013 Shell Sustainability Report, the production loss due to crude oil 
theft, sabotage and the related temporary shutdowns increased by around 75 percent in 2013 
compared with 2012.The report revealed that SPDC has a number of initiatives to tackle the 
problem of crude oil theft, which remains the main cause of oil pollution in the Niger Delta 
today. These include operational measures such as increased pipeline surveillance, doubling 
the number of repair crews to tackle pipeline sabotage and more collaboration with local 
communities. SPDC claimed to have improved levels of transparency so that people can follow 
their progress. The report also stated that in 2013, the number of spills caused by sabotage and 
theft increased to 157, compared to 137 in 2012. However, the volume of oil spilled due to 
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sabotage and theft decreased to 2.2 thousand tonnes. This decrease was due to intensified 
inspection of Shell facilities, including over-flights (Shell Sustainability Report 2013, 22, 23).  
The 2013 Amnesty International  reported that despite Shell’s frequent references to 
sabotage and theft, they have failed to take effective measures to protect its infrastructure from 
tampering. Vulnerable infrastructure has been left exposed to vandalism and theft. In addition, 
evidence has recently emerged to suggest that Shell’s own contractors may be involved in oil 
theft. Amnesty also stated that sabotage and theft of oil are serious problems in the Niger Delta. 
However, international oil companies are overstating the case to deflect attention away from 
the many oil spills that are due to corrosion and equipment failure. Moreover, securing oil 
infrastructure against such acts is to a substantial extent the responsibility of the operator. The 
report concluded that the Joint Investigation Visit ( JIV) process lacks credibility and cannot 
be relied upon to provide either accurate information on individual spills or as a basis for wider 
claims about the proportion of oil spilt due to sabotage, theft, corrosion or any other cause. 
Based on the available evidence corrosion and operational failures remain a significant cause 
of oil spills, and more oil has been spilt due to operational failures in the past six years than 
Shell has claimed. However, serious flaws remain within Shell’s post-2011 oil spill 
investigation process. These include weaknesses in the underlying evidence used to attribute 
spills to sabotage and the fact that the JIV reports are filled out by Shell after the joint 
investigation process not as part of the joint investigation process. There is, consequently, a 
lack of transparency and oversight in terms of what is recorded on the new JIV reports 
(Amnesty International 2013, 6,7,5).   
The 2014 Shell Sustainability Report stated that SPDC has taken numerous measures 
to limit the impact of this criminality within its areas of operation. It has also raised awareness 
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of the scale of the problem both within Nigeria and internationally. However, theft, sabotage 
and illegal refining continues to be the main source of environmental damage in the Niger 
Delta today and result in many thousands of barrel lost production. Shell Petroleum 
Development Company (SPDC) said that they have  strengthened efforts during 2014 to tackle 
the issue of crude oil theft and sabotage in the Niger Delta , working with the oil and gas sector, 
governments, non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and the international community. The 
report explained that theft and sabotage were the cause of 75 percent of spills from the SPDC 
pipelines in 2014. However, there has been a 42 percent reduction in theft of crude oil due to 
production shutdowns, this stratege reflects improvements to SPDC’s response procedures in  
removing multiple theft points during a single response operation (Shell sustainability report 
2014,35). 
  The 2015 Amnesty International Report on oil spill in the Niger Delta stated that Every 
year there were hundreds of oil spills in the Niger Delta, caused by old and poorly maintained 
pipelines or criminal activity such as oil theft. According to the report, ‘‘oil theft and illegal 
refining are genuine challenges, but the extent of these problems are misrepresented by Shell 
to deflect criticism and divert public and media attention away from the company’s failures to 
deal with old and leaking pipelines and failure to carry out proper clean-up and remediation’’ 
(Amnesty International 2015,4). Similarly, recent research had undermined Shell’s claims 
regarding the cause of oil spills. The company claimed that since 2010, fewer than 30 percent 
of spills were caused by corrosion, human error, and equipment failure, and most were caused 
by “sabotage” or “theft”. But an Amnesty International investigation revealed that the 
percentage that Shell claimed was false (Amnesty International 2015).  
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The 2016 Shell Sustainability Report stated that Shell Petroleum and Development 
Company of Nigeria Ltd (SPDC), had a challenging 2016 due to further acts of sabotage and 
vandalism on oil and gas facilities in parts of the Niger Delta. As a result, oil and gas production 
from domestic and international operators declined sharply on that year. The report also 
explained that export operations at the SPDC-operated Forcados oil terminal were disrupted 
after three sabotage incidents in 2016. This resulted in loss of revenue, particularly for 
domestic producers who rely on the terminal for export. Reduced oil and gas production in the 
Niger Delta also led to lower revenues for state and federal government and major disruptions 
to gas pipelines. 
According to the report, 90 percent of the number of oil spills in 2016 from SPDC 
facilities in the Niger Delta were caused by theft and sabotage. SPDC worked with government 
agencies, NGOs, and communities to prevent and minimize spills from illegal activity. These 
include air and ground surveillance, awareness campaigns and alternative livelihood 
programmes (Shell sustainability report 2016, 33).  
The 2017 Shell Sustainability Report stated that Shell continued to address safety and 
environmental challenges related to both operational spill and illegal activities, such as oil theft 
in parts of Niger Delta. Although there has been no damage to key oil and gas infrastructure 
caused by militant activity since November 2016, the security situation remains volatile in this 
region of the country. The report explained that vast majority of oil spills in the Niger Delta 
continue to be caused by crude oil theft or sabotage of pipelines, as well as illegal oil refining. 
In 2017, close to 90 percent of the number of oil spills from SPDC facilities was due to illegal 
activities such as oil theft and illegal refining of crude oil. Regrettably, spills also occur due to 
operational reasons (Shell sustainability report 2017, 28) 
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 The 2018 Shell Sustainability Report stated that the number of spills caused by 
sabotage and theft rose to 111 from 62 in 2017. The volume of these spills increased to 1.6 
thousand tonnes in 2018 from 1.4 thousand tonnes in 2017. Sabotage and oil theft remained a 
significant cause of spills in the Niger Delta, Nigeria. The increase can be partly explained by 
increased availability of Shell’s production facilities following the repair of a major export line 
in 2017 and the price of crude oil and refined products, which is seen as an opportunity for 
more illegal refining. Security issues, sabotage and crude oil theft in the Niger Delta remained 
significant challenges in 2018. Shell companies continued to address safety and environmental 
challenges related to illegal activities and operational spills (Shell Sustainability Report 
2018,28,30) 
 The 2018 Amnesty International Report stated that Shell still claimed that more than 
80 percent of spills along its network during this period were caused by sabotage and theft. 
Although there was no doubt that many spills in the Niger Delta were caused by deliberate 
interference with wells, pipelines, and other infrastructure by armed militant groups, criminal 
gangs, and others. Some of the militant groups  seek to disrupt oil production to put pressure 
on the government for political or financial reasons. Others tap the pipelines to steal oil or 
intentionally create spills in order to receive money as the contractor hired for the clean-up. 
Amnesty International researchers have identified that at least 89 spills may have been wrongly 
labelled as theft or sabotage when in fact they were caused by “operational” faults. Of these, 
46 are from Shell and 43 are from other multinational oil companies.  (Amnesty International 
2018,7) 
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EMERGENCE OF WATCHDOG COMMITTEES IN OGONI COMMUNITY 
 The conduct of the youth in the Ogoni traditional area revealed a different dimesion of 
the youth response to activities of oil companies in the Niger Delta region. Unlike the situation 
in other areas of the Niger Delta region where the youth either resorted to violent protests and 
armed rebellion and had declined any form of collaboration with the multinational oil 
companies, however the youth of the Ogoni traditional area, in collaboration with Shell, 
formed watchdog committee to protect oil pipelines within their jurisdiction. In a rare case of 
collaboration between the youth and the oil companies, the research found that the 
communities through youth action, took direct responsibility for the success of oil exploration 
in their area.  According to a 2014 report by Shell,  the  Ogoni youth constituted themselves 
into several groups who engaged in monitoring the pipelines to prevent oil theft along the 
sections of the Trans Niger Pipeline (TNP) that traverse through their communities. This action 
is largely prompted by a finding contained in a UNEP report (2006), that the Ogoni community 
will take several decades to recover from  the environmental impacts of the oil spillages that 
occurred in the area. The youth therefore found it necessary to protect the pipelines from 
destruction as a means of saving their community and consequently, the success of Shell 
operations in the area. 
 The pipeline transports crude oil through Ogoniland to the Bonny Export Terminal and 
has been heavily impacted by theft in recent years. The SPDC joint venture (SPDC JV) signed 
a series of agreements with Ogoni communities, under which SPDC provides funding to 
support unarmed community patrols. Although the idea was initiated by SPDC, the youths in 
the community embraced the idea because it created employment and reduce environmental 
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demage in their community. The duty of the youth was to patrol and report pipeline incursions 
and suspicious activity directly to the security forces (Shell Sustainability Report 2014, 36). 
 The 2015 Shell Sustainability Report stated SPDC was working on several initiatives 
to prevent and minimize the impact of theft and sabotage in Ogoniland, including community-
based pipeline surveillance, education, and alternative livelihoods programs. In 2015, SPDC 
introduced new ways for the community to directly log complaints or issues. This was intended 
to improve the company's communication with host communities. The report revealed that the 
number of sabotage-related spills in 2015 declined to 93 compared with 139 in 2014. This 
decrease was due to divestments in the Niger Delta and increased surveillance and security by 
the Government of Nigeria. However, the report stated that theft and sabotage are still the cause 
of around 85 percent of spills from SPDC JV operations (Shell Sustainability Report 2015, 24) 
IMPACTS ON ECONOMY 
Economically, the Niger Delta Region is heavily invested in the oil and gas industry, 
with limited economic diversification (Eghosa 2015). However, the indigenous people were 
mostly farmers and fisher before the discovery of crude oil in their communities.   The 
indigenous people are often unable to take advantage of the promised advantages of the oil 
industry such as the provision of jobs, due to lacke of  neccessay skills  required for work in 
the oil industry. Most of the indigenous people could not afford the University education and 
certification courses required to get a higher paying jobs in the oil industry. This limitation 
often introduce discontent and anger, not just because the government and the multinational 
have failed to bring about the anticipated increase in average living standard, but because many 
people continues to suffer the negative effects associate with oil extraction(Ebegblem et.al 
2013). Such as in Bodo community where environmental degradation and introduced poverty. 
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Amnesty report on Bodo oil spill reveals that the elders of the community are now seriously 
worried about the future of Bodo’s young people. With few local job opportunities, many have 
been forced to look for work in Port Harcourt, the state capital, some 50km away from Bodo 
(Amnesty International 2011 ,6). 
According to Amnesty, three years after the oil spills, ‘‘Youth Restiveness’’ has 
become a common concern, the need for new jobs is pressing. The Councilor of one of Bodo’s 
wards, Honorable Baridi-Kana Barinem, put it like this: “Give youths training and skills to 
create alternative livelihoods that will make them independent.”.  The community leaders 
reported that more young people are starting to take part in illegal activities to earn a living, 
such as stealing crude oil (known as bunkering) and illegally refining oil. Such activities may 
have exacerbated pollution in the area. However, the evidence presented in this report 
demonstrates that the two 2008 spills, and the failure to clean them up, are responsible for the 
economic hardship in Bodo community (Amnesty International 2011, 16, 18). 
 THISDAY Newspaper. 2016 reported that the Niger Delta was supposed to be a model 
region in Nigeria in terms of socio-economic development, industry, youth empowerment, and 
employment but the reverse is the case unfortunately. The report explained that the region is 
one of the most neglected areas in Nigeria. Oil and gas pollution and years of abandonment of 
the people, have resulted in untold economic hardship and health hazards. The report further 
explained that the Niger Delta Development Commission (NDDC) could be a veritable means 
in curbing the overbearing youth restiveness in the Niger Delta Region. The reporter said that 
‘‘The problems was that the once-fashionable and much-touted Niger Delta Regional 
masterplan, was fast becoming a catalogue of mere statements of intent and in some areas seen 
as purely academic and anachronistic concepts or wishful instrument, when considered against 
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the backdrop of the disjointed, disparate and uncoordinated projects imposed on the Niger 
Delta by past several political players and intervening Federal Agencies’’. The report stated 
that due to corruption and lack of transparency in intervening Federal Agencies like NDDC, 
contracts for infrastructural development was awarded and paid to some youth leaders for 
doing no actual work, by past and immediate managers and directors of NDDC (THISDAY 
Newspaper, 2016 1,2). 
Rising Cost of Living in Indigenous Communities 
The Niger Delta communities also had to contend with rising cost of living due to the 
activities of oil expolrations in the area. The study found that the risisng cost was attributable 
to the extent of environmental damage in the area which deprived the people off their 
livelihoods. A 2009 Amnesty International revealed the people living in the Niger Delta have 
to drink, cook with, and wash in polluted water; they eat fish contaminated with oil and other 
toxins- if they are lucky enough to still be able to find fish; the land they use for farming is 
being destroyed because of lack of respect for the ecosystem necessary for their survival. The 
impact of the spill and the fire on local livelihoods was extensive , crops and fishing areas were 
badly damaged, the riverbanks were described as littered with dead fish and animals (Amnesty 
International 2009,13). 
For instance, representatives from Amnesty International visited Gbarain with Tari 
Dadiowei of Biosphere Resources Monitors in Bayelsa State, who had worked with the 
affected communities for many years. Amnesty International researchers saw first-hand the 
continuing impact of flooding and blocked water systems on local vegetation and the blocking 
of fishing access. Before the road construction leading to Shell oil facilities, the fishermen and 
women from the Gbarain field communities engaged in catching a lot of fishes, shrimps and 
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lobsters during the flood season to enhance their economic base; but the livelihoods of several 
local communities have been destroyed beyond recovery (Amnesty International 2009, 22,28). 
Further, the 2011 Amnesty International report on the oil spill in Niger Delta Region 
revealed that ‘‘the price of fish had increased a lot in Bodo,” a resident in the area named 
Regina said “before the spill you could buy a fish for 50 naira (us$0.35). now you must pay 
300 to 500 naira (us$1.95 to us$3.25) for a fish.” many families cannot afford to buy food with 
enough nutrients, she explained. “everybody is struggling.” The report stated that farmers in 
Bodo believe that the lack of a clean-up has contributed to their decreasing harvests. Despite 
decades of frequent oil spills in the Niger Delta, the impacts of the oil industry on local 
agricultural productivity have never been properly studied. However, communities repeatedly 
highlight smaller harvests, and people have noted reductions in the reported sizes of individual 
trees, fruits or vegetables (Amnesty International 2011).  
 In August 2008 for instance, the Bodo creek lost much of its fisch stock due to the 
extensive nature of the water pollution. Hence people who depended on fishing faced 
immediate problems: “Initially, we were still going out fishing, but the catch was less and less,” 
one man explained. “So, we finally stopped.”  Three years on, Bodo’s water system remains 
polluted and many people have tried to make a living elsewhere. Some have found work in 
construction or as guards. But alternative jobs are not easy to find, and some people continue 
to fish. They now must travel far to areas that the pollution has not reached (Amnesty 
International 2011, 11, 13,15)  
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Loss of Income 
 In addition to the rising cost of living as a result the oil extraction activities discussed 
above, the research also found that the people lost the incomes in the process. This is largely 
due to the fact that, oil exploration in the area deprived the people of their sources of income 
such as faming and fishing. These two (farming and fishing), consitutted the main source of 
employment for the people prior to the advent of oil exploration(Elum 2016). The UN Food 
and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) reported that the people of the Niger Delta rely on fishing 
and farming for both income and food. Pollution from oil extraction has destroyed fisheries 
and farm lands on which people depended for their food and livelihood (Amnesty International 
2013a) 
The 2013 Amnesty International report also stated that pollution and environmental 
degradation was experienced across much of the oil producing areas of the Niger Delta Region. 
The report acknowledged that ‘‘pollution has affected the area for decades and was occurring 
in a context where the livelihoods, health and access to food and clean water of hundreds of 
thousands of people is closely linked to the land and environmental quality. Oil spills damage 
both the soil and water system, The report also stated that the pollution and environmental 
damage which occurred in the region had an impact on agriculture and fisheries. This directly 
threatened livelihoods especially in the area of food security. Secondly, violations of the right 
to gain a living through work also as a consequence of widespread damage to agriculture and 
fisheries because, these are also the main sources of livelihood for many people in the Niger 
Delta (Amnesty 2013b,12).  
The Amnesty report explained that in July 2009 the Nigerian NGO, Socio-Economic 
Rights and Accountability Project (SERAP), filed a case against the Federal Government of 
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Nigeria and six oil companies over alleged violations of human rights associated with oil 
pollution in the Niger Delta. The complaint alleged “Violations of the right to an adequate 
standard of living, including the right to food, to work, to health, to water, to life and human 
dignity, to a clean and healthy environment, and to economic and social development  as a 
consequence of: the impact of oil related pollution and environmental damage on agriculture 
and fisheries.” Regrettably, the case is still in court, awaiting judgement (Amnesty 
International 2013, 12, 13). 
The 2015 Amnesty International report on oil spill in Niger Delta stated that, oil spills 
have a devastating impact on the fields, forests, and fisheries that most of the people in the 
region depend on for their food and livelihoods. Amnesty report explained that preventing oil 
spills must be a priority, but once they occur, swift and effective clean-up and rehabilitation of 
pollution and environmental damage is critical to the protection of human rights. If pollution 
and environmental damage persist, then so, frequently, does the associated violation of human 
rights, driving people deeper into poverty through long-term damage to livelihoods and health 
(Amnesty International 2015, 4). 
 
 
 
SHELL AND GOVERNMENT RESPONSE 
 The study also found responses from the government and the oil company on the 
concerns raised by the people through the various reports cited above. Their response centered 
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on how the company (Shell) and the Government has through various interventions, sought to 
improve the conditions of the people in the Niger Delta region. 
 
Shell’s Claims of Economic Empowerment  
The 2009 Shell Sustainability Report stated that SPDC’s Afam project employed 
around 3,000 local workers and Gbaran-Ubie employed 6,000 local workers The report 
explained that some of the local people were trained in valuable skills like scaffolding and 
welding that could help them obtain further jobs. The report further explained that both projects 
have had a positive impact on the economy of the Niger Delta Region. The report claimed that 
Shell-run operations contributed 156.5 million USD in total to the Niger Delta Developmental 
Commission, as required by law; and a further 57.7 million USD was spent by SPDC on social 
investment and development projects (Shell Sustainability report 2009,19). 
The 2010 Shell Sustainability Report stated that Shell Petroleum Development 
Company (SPDC) had a dedicated team since 2007 to help local businesses, entrepreneurs and 
young people win contracts in the Niger Delta Region. The report also stated that by the end 
of 2010, they had trained nearly 2,000 service providers in the contracting process, and more 
than 3,000 people in a range of skills including entrepreneurship, project management, 
catering, scaffolding, and welding. The report further explained that, each year SPDC and its 
partners contribute hundreds of millions of dollars to development in Nigeria. Some of this is 
required by law, for example our contribution to the Niger Delta Development Commission. 
SPDC also invests directly in health care, roads, water projects, small businesses, training, 
education, and other social initiatives. The report acknowledged that in the past, communities 
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did not always have the opportunity to plan and execute such projects, so as a result some were 
abandoned, and others failed to provide the intended benefits. In 2006, SPDC introduced a 
different approach, known as a global memorandum of understanding (GMOU), to put 
communities at the center of planning and implementation. Communities identify their own 
needs, decide how to spend the funding provided by SPDC and its joint-venture partners, and 
directly implement projects. By the end of 2010, SPDC had GMOUs in 244 communities 
(Shell Sustainability report 2010, 18,19). 
According to 2011 Shell Sustainability Report, SPDC launched a review of its 
community-led social investment model, the global memorandum of understanding (GMOU). 
This model puts community representatives at the heart of the process that decides how to use 
the funds SPDC and its joint-venture partners provide for development projects. SPDC first 
introduced this approach in 2006. The report stated that by the end of 2011, SPDC had invested 
some 78 million USD covering 314 communities with a total population of nearly 3 million 
(Shell Sustainability Report 2011, 19). 
The 2012 Shell Sustainability Report, stated that SPDC continued its drive to help more 
Nigerian companies play a key role in its supply chain, boosting the economic impact of its 
business operations at national, local and community levels. According to the report, lack of 
access to capital is a major challenge facing Nigerian companies. In September 2012, SPDC 
announced the launch of a 27 USD million trade loan-guarantee facility with some of the 
country’s leading banks. This gave companies with SPDC contracts immediate and affordable 
access to credit to enable them to start work. The report also revealed that SPDC’s community-
led social investment activities also grew in strength during the year. The Global Memorandum 
of Understanding (GMOU) model enables communities to manage funds provided by SPDC 
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and its joint venture partners and implement the projects they themselves decide upon. Several 
community development boards set up under the GMOU scheme have achieved independent 
foundation status, enabling them to obtain funds from third parties. This reinforces the GMOU 
approach, which seeks to build the capacity of communities to take charge of their own 
development (Shell Sustainability report 2012, 22,23). 
According to 2013 Shell Sustainability Report, SPDC focus was to build 
entrepreneurial skills among the most vulnerable people  within the Niger Delta's communities. 
SPDC claimed that they had set up four centers for women to teach them for 
employment/career development skills in areas such as catering, fashion, design, and printing. 
Shell also supported the Nembe City Development Foundation with 35 vehicles to help young 
people develop skills to work in the transport business. In 2013, SPDC maintained its strong 
commitment to community investment in the areas of community development, access to 
energy, environment, and education. The Obio Cottage Hospital in Port Harcourt, set up by 
SPDC, has become one of the most visited health facilities in the region. This is due to a 
community health insurance scheme which was the first of its kind for the Niger Delta. SPDC 
supports 27 health facilities in the Niger Delta. SPDC sponsors projects that increase the 
community’s access to energy. The Bonny Utility Company, for example, is a collaboration 
between oil and gas companies, the Nigerian government, and local communities. It delivers a 
safe and reliable electricity supply to more than 11,000 households and provides employment 
to more than 50 residents of Niger Delta (Shell sustainability report 2013, 22, 23). 
The 2014 Shell Sustainability Report stated that ‘‘LIVE WIRE,’’ Shell’s youth 
entrepreneurship programme, was launched in Nigeria in 2003. By 2014, the programme had 
trained around 6,000 young adults in the Niger Delta to set up and grow new businesses. More 
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than 3,000 of these trainees received business start-up grants.  In 2014, the programme was 
broadened to focus on people with physical impairments with 180 people receiving training 
and grants. LIVEWIRE was also extended into the Ogoniland region of Rivers State with the 
objective of raising living standards and reducing crude oil theft by promoting alternative 
livelihoods. The report also stated that Shell companies had a long history of supporting 
education in Nigeria. In 2014, 14.8 million USD 
 Exploration and Production Company (SNEPCO). Grants are also in the process of 
being awarded to 1,356 secondary school students and 925 university undergraduates. SPDC’s 
Cradle to Career programme, launched in 2010, paid for children from rural communities in 
the Niger Delta to-attend some of the country’s leading secondary schools: in 2014, 120 
students were enrolled on the programme totaling 360 students since its launch (Shell 
sustainability report 2014,36). 
The 2015 Shell Sustainability Report stated that LIVEWIRE, Shell’s youth 
entrepreneurship programme, had been extended beyond the Niger Delta to include Lagos, 
with 255 trainees, and 126 business grants awarded in 2015. In total, 6,290 people had been 
trained under the programme between 2003 and 2015 and 3,183 grants awarded. The report 
also stated that SPDC also provided funds for communities as part of its global memorandum 
of understanding (GMOU), where projects are nominated by community groups. The report 
claimed that 35 GMOUs were in place covering 359 host communities, with the Ogulagha 
cluster of communities joining in 2015. The report explained that SPDC and its joint-venture 
partners provide funds to support projects that are nominated by community groups under the 
GMOU agreement. The report also claimed that SPDC was prepared to fund a marine services 
business for the Andoni Cluster, which was made up of 22 Niger Delta communities. This 
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would enable the community-led enterprises to provide marine services to SPDC (Shell 
sustainability report 2015,25).  
The Niger Delta Development Commission (NDDC) Act requires all oil companies 
operating in Nigeria to contribute 3% of their annual budgets to NDDC. The commission is a 
federal government agency tasked with the sustainable development of the Niger Delta region. 
The report further stated that in 2016, SPDC and SNEPCO contributed $106.8 million to the 
NDDC. Over the last five years Shell Companies in Nigeria’s contribution to the NDDC totaled 
more than $800 million to the commission (Shell sustainability reports 2016,33). 
The 2016 Shell Sustainability Report stated that access to financing had been a 
challenge for suppliers to Shell Companies in Nigeria. In collaboration with leading banks in 
the country, SPDC and Shell Nigeria Exploration and Production Company Limited 
(SNEPCO) had created a funding mechanism that offers local contractors’ faster access to 
loans at cheaper interest rate.  The report further stated that the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development has recognized the programme as best practice for shared value 
creation and local content. Since the scheme started in 2011, 220 small-and medium-sized 
Nigerian enterprises had received loans worth a total of around $1 billion with no recorded 
defaults on the loans. The report also claimed that Shell companies in Nigeria work with 
government, communities, and civil society to implement programmes that could positively 
impact people’s lives.  
The 2017 Shell Sustainability Report stated that Shell companies in Nigeria focus their 
social investment activities on areas such as enterprise development, education, health, and 
access to energy, at state government and local community levels. The report also stated that 
the Shell companies in Nigeria scholarship scheme had supported thousands of students to 
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study both in Nigeria and abroad, since 1950 when it was lunched. Shell claimed that several 
leading figures in Nigeria today were part of the scheme in the 1960s and 1970s. The report 
explained that SPDC also supports community-driven development programmes in the Niger 
Delta. Since 2006, the programmes had been delivered through the global memorandum of 
understanding (GMOU). This agreement brought together. communities, government 
representatives, SPDC and non-governmental organizations and provides secure five-year 
funding for community projects of their choice (Shell sustainability Reports 2017, 29) 
 The 2018 Shell Sustainability report stated that Shell was working to empower 
communities to undertake their own development by themselves. The report explained that the 
GMOU cluster in Tarakiri started in 2010 and had received around 5.8 million USD to finance 
about 92 projects and programmes, including job training, and for basic services and 
infrastructure.  Shell claimed that  85 of the projects have been completed, that one ongoing 
programme focuses on enterprise and business skills development for women, part of the 
mandatory 15% funding allocation under the terms of the GMOU, and provides grants to get 
their projects off the ground. The report further explained that Shell companies in Nigeria 
continued to support the development of local communities and companies as part of their 
contribution to the economy. Shell also worked with the government, communities, and civil 
society to fund and implement social investment programmes. Community-driven 
development programmes and initiatives also are funded, with focus areas as determined by 
benefiting communities. In 2018, Shell’s flagship youth development programme, Shell 
LIVEWIRE, which was launched in Ogbia community in Bayelsa State. The Ogbia community 
is located close to Oloibiri where the first oil well was drilled in Nigeria in 1958 and near to 
SPDC Kolo Creek Flow Station. Three categories of beneficiaries- university graduates, 
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secondary school leavers and informal women traders- undertook entrepreneurship training 
and on graduation received business start-up grant totaling about $90,000.  This will enable 
them to convert their bright ideas into sustainable businesses, creating wider employment and 
income opportunities for their communities (Shell Sustainability Report 2018,39, 40). 
Government Response 
 The increase in insecurity in the region as discussed above has been a source of worry 
for successive governments. The government recognized that peace in the Niger Delta region 
will ensure an uninterrupted operation of the multinational oil companies as well as that of 
sustainable development in the region (Omeje 2005). The government views oil extraction in 
the region as a means of promoting development in the region. The activities of the militants 
and the consequent conflicts threatens the quest for development in the region. Consequently, 
deliberate steps have been taken by successive governments to restore peace in the region. for 
instance in 2009, the then President Umaru Musa Yar’Adua lunched the Amnesty initiative 
based on 2008 Mittee Committee report (Obi 2014). The amnesty initiative was aimed at 
restoring stability, human and environmental protection in the Niger Delta in order  to establish  
an enabling environment for rapid and sustainable development. The amnesty package was 
designed with three fundamental programmes namely disarmament, demobilization and 
reintegration (Obi 2014). 
Nevertheless, THISDAY Newspaper report stated that  the Amnesty programme did not 
provide the envisaged economic empowerment  for the entire youth of the Niger Delta Region. 
This is becuase the programme benefited only a section of the youth population (militants) 
who surrendered their guns to the security agents. They were in turn incorporated into the 
amnesty programme with the acoompnied benefits such as rehabilitation, provision of 
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educational opportunities and financial rewards. The you who did not participate in these 
militant activities were left out of the amnesty programme and the associated benefits 
(THISDAY Newspaper October 15, 2016). 
The 2017 THISDAY Newspaper report focused on the Nigerian Presidents’ position on 
the Niger Delta Issues. The report questioned President Muhammadu Buhari’s commitment 
about solving issues generating tension in the troubled Niger Delta Region.  At the peak of the 
nation’s economic recession in 2016, caused by a number of challenges, chiefly from low sale 
of crude to the sabotage of oil installations in the Niger Delta by the militants/agitators, there 
were conflicting suggestions by President Muhammadu Buhari’s men over the best possible 
way to respond to the issue. The reporter explained that President Buhari, a trained army 
General, has adopted the option of employing the military force to deal with the issue in the 
region of the militancy. However, the source said after months of deploying hundreds of the 
Nigerian’s troops to confront the militants blowing up oil facilities in the region, it became 
clear to the president that he could not win the war, before he decided to try a different 
approach. “At the meeting, President Muhammadu Buhari condemned the destruction to the 
Niger Delta oil facilities, describing it as criminal. He told us that we knew the criminals where 
they were and directed us to go and talk to them”, one of the Niger Delta leaders from Edo 
State, who attended the meeting told THISDAY. The source added that although the president’s 
visitors did not condone the violence, they argued that the actions of the militants reflected 
well-founded anger in the penurious Niger Delta Region and the legitimate calls for a greater 
share of revenues generated from their lands. The Pan Niger Delta Group (PANDEF) argued 
that the government strategy of increased military spending and deployment to fight the 
insurgency was ineffective. This is because in the past, the deployment of the military did not 
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succeed in quelling the rate of insurgency, rather the security situation got worsened. They 
therefore stated that the allocation of the 900 million USD of oil revenue to fight militancy in 
the Niger Delta region in 2016 was bound to fail. (THISDAY Newspaper 2017,2). 
THISDAY Newspaper in a report stated that Minister of State for Petroleum Resources, 
Dr. Ibe Kachikwu, unveiled a 20-point agenda aimed at establishing permanent peace in the 
Niger Delta, the country’s oil-producing region, which had in the last years, seen increased 
acts of militancy disrupt oil production from it. According to him, militancy in the Niger Delta 
has deprived the country and the region a lot of benefits from the oil industry. He said his new 
20-point agenda would adopt approaches that could reverse these trends and bring back the 
benefits to all stakeholders in the region. The first point on his agenda was for oil companies 
engage the state government and communities on issues affecting a particular state. The second 
was to focus on inter-agency collaborations between the ministries of petroleum resources and 
Niger Delta,as well as the NDDC on crosscutting development and operational issues in the 
region. Kachikwu also said government would focus on creating 100,000 jobs in each of the 
oil-producing states in the Niger Delta in the next five years, while the Amnesty Programme 
would be decentralised because the Federal Government could no longer fund the programme 
alone as a result of dwindling oil revenue. He said the setting up of cottage industries and 
business startups in the region will encourage violent agitators to shun militancy and engage 
in business activities that will earn them good incomes. Kachikwu said that oil companies 
would be encouraged to embark on revamping oil and gas infrastructure in the Niger Delta, in 
addition to focusing on the “clean-up of our mess”. He noted, in this respect, that the 
government had launched the Ogoni clean-up exercise which should restore the environment 
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of Ogoni land (THISDAY Newspaper 2017, 3).  It is intresing to note that as at the time of this 
research, the 20 point agenda as stated by the Minister had not been implemented.  
Also, a 2018 news report by THISDAY Newspaper on Niger Delta at the 2018 edition 
of the Sustainability in the Extractive Industries (SITEI) conference, the Minister of States for 
Petroleum Resource Dr. Ibe Kachikwu stated that the key causes of the troubles in the Niger 
Delta are environmental degradation, deprivation, and economic exploitation of the people 
whose lands host the oil and gas production that generate the bulk of Nigeria’s revenue. The 
report explained that the poor stakeholder management and marginalization of major 
stakeholders in decisions that affect them directly have also been identified as reasons for the 
intermittent tensions in the Niger Delta. The Minister of State for Petroleum Resources aide 
on Niger Delta affairs, Mr. Charles Achodo disclosed that about 11,000 of all the existing 
contracts awarded by the Niger Delta Development Commission went to companies and 
individuals from the region. Achodo, however, regretted that the contracts were hardly 
executed. In his presentation at the SITEI conference, Achodo indicated that the government 
and oil companies in the region had agreed to do things differently to develop the region. He 
said between now and 2021, the government and oil companies will contribute up to N1.7 
trillion for the development of infrastructure and social economy of the Niger Delta. This fresh 
funding would be used for short- and medium-term development projects in the region as part 
of a compact development plan for it (THISDAY Newspaper 2018) 
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CHAPTER 5 
 In this chapter, the aim is to analyze the findings of this research in oder to highlight 
the impacts of oil extraction on the youth both from the perspective of the people (through 
media and NGOs) and the oil company Shell and the government. In doing so, I identified the 
various degrees of contribution by the Nigerian government, Shell, and the indigenous people 
to ensure either a positive or a negative impact of the oil extraction in the area. The concluding 
section will capture my concluding thoughts of the social impacts of of extraction in the region.  
ANALYSIS 
 Our words are politicized even though we are not aware of them, because they hold the 
power that represents the desire of those who speaks. Opinion leaders, government, company 
executives and the media, play a crucial role in shaping issues and in setting the boundaries of 
legitimate discourse (Henry and Tator 2002). Shell, Amnesty International and THISDAY 
Newspaper published their reports on the Niger Delta problems to reflect their various interest.   
IMPACTS ON YOUTH 
From the findings, Shell, through their sustainability reports tend to characterize the 
youth of the region as people engaged in criminality by describing them variously as oil thieves 
and millitants. The reports however failed to acknowledge the causative factors such as the 
many years of neglect and deprivation from the region’s resources. 
 According to Oluwaniyi (2010) the youth of Niger Delta became militants after years 
of peaceful protest and neglect, most of them resorted to violence to get the attention of 
international community. Language is often used as a medium of domination and social force 
and serves to legitimize the association of organized force (Huckin 1997), therefore Shell and 
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the Nigerian government labelled the youth of Niger Delta militants and oil thieves to 
legitimize the deployment of Nigerian military in the region. An example was the violent crack 
down of protesters in Umuechem community in the Niger Delta Region where armed police 
men attacked the protesting youth.  
According to a subsequent judicial enquiry, the villagers had not in fact attacked Shell 
installations, but conducted a peaceful protest demanding that the oil company 
compensate them for damage caused by pollution from oil spills. Over the course of 
the next two days, the Mobile Police attacked the village, “like an invading army that 
had vowed to take the last drop of the enemy’s blood”, the inquiry found. The Mobile 
Police, using guns and grenades, killed 80 people, throwing many corpses into a nearby 
river, the survivors testified (Amnesty International 2017,19) 
  
In 2009, Shell sustainability reports claimed that militancy, sabotage, and organized oil 
theft are the major challenges confronting oil production in the Niger Delta Region. The Shell 
sustainability report 2009 to 2018 blamed 80 to 90 percent of the oil spill and environmental 
damage in the Niger Delta on sabotage and oil theft.  An Amnesty International report from 
2009 to 2019 argued with Shell’s claims due to the results of their investigation. Amnesty 
investigation revealed that Shell was covering up the original cause of the spills, which were 
mainly pipeline leakages due to corrosion, operational hazards due to lack of maintenance of 
equipment and technical default. Although Amnesty International and THISDAY Newspaper 
acknowledged that oil theft, pipeline vandalization, sabotage and illegal refining of oil was a 
major issue in the Niger Delta, they noted that they do not cause as much environmental 
damage as Shell attributed to them. THISDAY Newspaper reported that Shell was trying to 
avert the oil spill cleanup responsibility and compensation to the communities by shifting the 
blame to oil thieves and sabotage.   
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Shell and the Nigerian government are business partners, operating the highly profitable 
Nigerian oil fields as joint venture. According to Brain Anderson chairperson of Shell Nigeria 
1994 to 1997 said that ‘‘the government and the oil industry are inextricably entangled’’ this 
is the reason the Nigerian government are more interested in oil production increase than the 
increase in the living standard of the Niger Delta people. (Amnesty International 2017). The  
statement confirms that Nigerian government will suppress any form of resistance or protest 
from the community that will prevent oil production, without considering the demand of the 
community 
 IMPACT ON ECONOMY 
 The primary interest of multinational oil companies is to maximise profit , sometimes 
with  less regards to the consequences of their action. However, oil exploration and exploitation 
in the Niger Delta region the research found, has destroyed the livelihood of the people since 
they can either fish or farm due environmental pollution in their communities. Also, a 
subsequent loss of income and rising cost of living had led many youths either to migrate to 
near by cities or to engage in illegal activies such as oil theft and illegal refining. This sharply 
contrasts the positive outlook painted by Shell through their various reports. 
 For instance, with regards to employment, the figures outlined in the 2009  
sustainability report (an estimated 6000 people employed for the Afam project) is insiginifcant 
taking into the levels of unemployment and poverty still prevalent in the region. The level of 
poverty is so high the people do not have access to basic amenities such as education, health, 
transport or running water. The provision of the estimated 6000 jobs in 2009 and the 
subsequent training of additional total number of 5000 service providers in 2010 not substantial 
enough to change the economic dynamics of the region. Though these figures looks good for 
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the corporate image of Shell, the reality is that economic condition of 30 million people cannot 
be changed by providing  6,000 jobs  and training another 5,000 in the following year in various 
skills. This research therefore agrees with the the conclusions of a UNDP report (2013) that 
addressing many economic challenges of the Niger Delta region begins with the use of its vast 
oil wealth to create an environment where everyone can thrive. 
.  
In addition, the loss of livelihood as a result of the environmental pollution also had 
dire consequences on the people. Farmlands and river bodies which served as a source of 
livelihoods were destroyed as a result of the oil extraction. The 2011 investment report by Shell 
that an amount of 78 million dollars was provided under the Global Memorandum of 
Understanding (GMOU) initiative to deal with theses environmental destructions only covered 
areas with some 3 million people out of the total estimated population of 30 million. This does 
not address the immense challenge the various oil spills posed to the communities. For 
instance, in the Bodo oil spill saga in 2008 according to Amesty international report (2014) 
disrupted the lives of some 69,000 people in Ogoniland. The volume of spillage according to 
the report was comparable to the Exxon Valdez spill in Alaska in 1989.  
The situation of oil spillages in the region is further compounded by the fact that, in 
situations where attempts  were made to clean up, they have been grossly inadequate. The 2018 
Amnesty International report confirms this assertion when they stated among others that the 
Niger Delta suffers from an epidemic of oil spills. Every year hundreds of oil splls damage the 
environment and devastate the lives of people living there. Neither the powerful actors in the 
oil industry, nor the Nigerian government, have yet been able to put into practice lasting 
solutions that prevent the spills, and then clean them up effectively. The cumulative impact of 
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decades of contamination makes the Niger Delta, Africa’s most important oil-producing 
region, one of the most polluted places on earth” (Amnesty International 2018a).   
Shell technically omits reports on the devastating effects of pollution that they created in the 
Niger Delta Region which cannot be compensated by few claims of economic empowerment. 
  
CRITICAL REFLECTION ON THE GOVERNMENT, SHELL AND THE 
INDIGENOUS PEOPLES OF NIGER DELTA 
 The development of an area is of utmost concern not only to the inhabitants but to all 
stakeholders including the government and private entities in the area. The discovery of a 
natural resource as in the case of the Niger Delta region of Nigeria held a promise of being the 
catalyst of development in the region. However, a review of documents suggests that in the 
specific case, the desired development to lift the people out of poverty has been replaced with 
years of neglect, conflict, and poverty. This is in sharp contrast to the expectation of the people 
and the argument posited by the proponents of the critical development theory. This theory 
which underpinned this research views development as an activity that is visible and ensures 
justice. In this section, I reflect on the activities of the government, Shell, and the people 
concerning the development of the Niger Delta region. This is done within the framework of 
the critical development theory proposition that development should be visible and ensure 
justice. 
The Government 
The primary role of government is to safeguard the lives and property of its citizens. 
According to the International Covenant on Economic Social and Cultural Rights Article 11, 
Nigeria government  is under an obligation to provide an adequate standard of living for people 
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of Niger Delta, which includes adequate food, clothing and housing, and to the continuous 
improvement of living conditions (ICESCR 1966). 
The international law also requires Nigerian government to prevent third parties, 
including companies, from interfering with the enjoyment of the right to water and other 
natural amenities. The obligation requires that the government should adopt necessary and 
effective legislative measures to restrain companies from environmental pollution. Although 
the Nigerian government has some regulatory system in place, they are so ineffective, and the 
regulatory bodies are either compromise or do not have the will to carry out their duties (Okoji 
2002). Niger Delta Region has been declared one of the most polluted sites in the world by 
Amnesty International.  Both the government and the oil companies recognize that most of the 
people in the Niger Delta Region rely on fisheries, farming, and other related agricultural 
processing industries for livelihood. Environmental pollution by the companies have damaged 
the people’s source of livelihood and reduced their living standard. (Amnesty International 
2018).  
     In 1996, the impact of oil operation in Niger was taken up by the  African 
Commission  due to a petition lodged by the Social and Economic Right Action Center and the 
Center for Economic and Social Rights, on behalf of Ogoni people. The complaint alleged that 
the Nigerian government permitted the exploitation of oil reserves in Ogoniland without any 
regards for the health and the environment of the local communities, which have resulted in all 
forms of pollution. The complaint claimed that Shell and the Nigerian National Petroleum 
Corporation (NNPC) had failed to maintain its facilities causing numerous avoidable oil spills 
near the villages, contaminating the land, water, and air (Amnesty International 2009). In 2002 
the African Commission took a decision and found Nigeria to be in violation of a number of 
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rights guaranteed under the African Charter, and stated that  ‘‘Despite its obligation to protect 
persons against interference in the enjoyment of their rights, the Government of Nigeria 
facilitated the destruction of the Ogoniland. Contrary to its Charter obligations and despite 
such internationally established principles, the Nigerian Government has given the green light 
to private actors, and the oil Companies in particular, to devastatingly affect the well-being of 
the Ogonis’’. African Commission on Human and People’s Right (Amnesty International 
2009). 
 THISDAY Newspaper 2009 report stated that, Amnesty International blames the Niger 
Delta Crisis on lack of regulation. Amnesty said that Nigeria has failed to regulate its oil 
industry adequately, fueling anger in the Niger Delta by leaving communities exposed to the 
negative effects of oil spills, gas flaring and waste dumping. Weak government oversight and 
lax attitude towards the enforcement of environmental laws and policies among foreign oil 
firms during half a century of oil extraction had brought wealth to a few but left many villagers 
mired in poverty.  
The government in Nigeria cannot exonerate itself from the ongoing devastation of the 
Niger Delta region as they have failed to live up to their responsibility of safeguarding the 
environment and bettering the lives of the people. They have failed to enforce rules that require 
multinationals to operate under best sustainable international standards that will cause limited 
harm to the environment and the people. The wealth that is generated from the Niger Delta 
Region is not commensurate with the infrastructural development in the region and due to the 
negligence on the part of the government and the multinational companies.. Niger Delta is a 
clear demonstration of the fact that after many decades of oil exploration in the region, the 
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indigenous people have become poorer and less empowered contrary to the general expectation 
of abundance and prosperity.  
 
Shell 
Shell has been in Nigeria for over 50 years, longer than any other international energy 
company. Shell’s operations in Niger Delta Region, contributed around 9% of Shell’s global 
oil and gas production in 2009 (Shell Sustainability Report 2009,22). Shell has been operating 
in Niger Delta with little or no effective regulations or monitoring. Although the Nigerian law 
prohibits pollution of land and water and requires oil companies to ensure good oilfield practice 
and to comply with internationally recognized American Petroleum Institute (API) and 
American Society of Mechanical Engineering (ASME) standards. According to environmental 
and oil experts, the content of Nigeria’s laws on oil operations is considered minimally 
sufficient in terms of compliance with international standard. Moreover, the laws are also 
considered to have flaws, particularly as they relate to the impact of the oil industry on the 
environment and the affected population.  
According to the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights (2011), 
companies have a responsibility to respect human rights wherever they operate in the world. 
This responsibility exists independently of a state’s ability or willingness to fulfil its own 
human rights obligations. So, if a state where a company operates, such as Nigeria, is unable 
or unwilling to enforce applicable laws to protect human rights from abuse, the company must 
still act to ensure respect for human rights in their operations ( Amnesty 2018). In order words 
how can Shell justify the numerous oil spill from their operation in the Niger Delta Region: 
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 (1) The Ogbodo oil spill 2001, around 26,500 barrels of oil were spilt. The impact on the 
livelihood of the local were extensive, crops and fishing areas were damaged.  
(2) The Kira Tai oil spill 2008, oil seeped out of the Trans-Niger pipeline. Agricultural land 
and local water pond were affected. 
 (3)  The Ebubu long-term impact, took place between 1967 and 1970, the site still not 
recovered after 40 years from the original spill.  
 (4) Rukpokwu oil spill 2003, destroyed farmlands, fishponds, and water wells (Amnesty 
International 2009).  
 Although Shell claimed in their report that over 70% of the spill are because of 
sabotage, it still does not excuse Shell from cleaning up the spill. According to 2011 United 
Nations Environmental Programme report on Ogoni, were shell extracted oil for many years 
had become an environmental disaster. The study concludes that the environmental restoration 
of Ogoni is possible but will take 25 to 30 years (UNEP 2011). 
 
 The Indigenous People of Niger Delta 
Oil spillages do have far-reaching consequences on the affected area, however,  not 
much consideration has been given to the cumulative impacts of multiple sources of oil 
pollution that have been inflicted on the Niger Delta for decades. There is a significant 
difference between a one-off incident of pollution or environmental damage and continual or 
repeated incidents in the same area overtime. The people of Niger Delta have been living with 
ongoing pollution and environmental damage (Amnesty International 2009) 
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According to United Nations Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous people 
(UNDRIP), 
‘‘Indigenous people have the right to the full enjoyment, as a collective or as individuals, of 
all human rights and fundamental freedoms as recognized in the Charter of the United Nations, 
the Universal Declaration of Human Right and international human right law’’. The 
Declaration goes on to suggest that states should guarantee the rights of Indigenous people to 
enjoy and practice their cultures and customs, their religion, and their languages, and to 
develop and strengthen their economies and their social and political institutions. Indigenous 
people have the right to be free from discrimination, and the right to a nationality. UNDRIP in 
Article three also recognizes Indigenous peoples right to self-determination, which includes 
the right ‘‘to freely determine their political statues and freely pursue their economic, social, 
and cultural development (UNDRIP 2007).  
The indigenous people of Niger Delta Region have been denied of all these rights, 
because for more than haft a century the people have watched as oil companies, politicians and 
government officials getting rich from the resources mined from their land. While they have 
no benefit, there is also lack of basic services such as water and sanitation, in most areas. Their 
land and water bodies have been polluted, some of the developmental programmes that have 
been set up have been marred by corruption and poor planning, leaving behind a trial of semi-
finished or nonfunctional projects (Eghosa 2015). The Indigenous people of Niger Delta have 
witnessed the failure of the Nigerian government to protect and improve existing food source 
and ensure access to adequate food for them, which is an African Charter and International law 
requirement. The law also stated that the government should not destroy or contaminate food 
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sources and should not allow private parties to destroy or contaminate food sources and prevent 
peoples’ effort to feed (Amnesty International 2009).  
The indigenous people of Niger Delta then had to resort to the act of militancy, oil theft, 
illegal refining, pipeline sabotage and vandalization as a means to survive and express their 
anger (Oluwaniyi 2010).  According Amnesty International report 2018, illegal refining and 
pipeline sabotage and vandalization accounts for some of the environmental damage in the 
Niger Delta. Nevertheless some indigenous youths engage in oil theft and vandalization of 
pipelines. These violations made the indigenous people of Niger Delta Region now to 
contribute to the problem they had been protesting for many decades. Oluwaniyi (2010) argues 
that most of the youths living in the Niger Delta resulted to militancy and oil theft due to lack 
of employment, social welfare and lack of infrastructural development in their communities. 
Although the indigenous people had not been given a fair share of the wealth generated from 
their region.However it does not justify the rateof environmental damage some of their youths 
had caused through illegal refining, sabotage and oil theft.  
CONCLUSION 
 Niger Delta Region have become a place for continuous conflicts and deep-rooted 
mistrust for the Indigenous people since the discovery of oil more than 50years ago (Watts 
2011). The struggle for economic and infrastructural development that predates Nigerian 
independence by the Niger Delta people seems unachievable with the present political structure 
in Nigeria (Akubor 2017). However, the incidence of oil spills negatively impacted the Niger 
Delta communities and the environment described as one among the worst impacted zone 
globally. There are times when unprecedented frustration erupts within the communities, the 
youths, and the multinational oil companies that operates in the region due to failed 
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negotiation, lack of basic amenities and environmental degradation (Watts 2007). The 
multinational oil companies and the Nigerian government have a shared interest in the 
continuous exploitation of oil in the Niger Delta Region with little or no regard to the 
environmental implications of their action. The Nigerian government enacted various decrees 
such as the Land Use Act and Petroleum Act1978  which deprived the indigenous people of 
ownership stakes in land and its resources as well as deny them control of natural resources 
(International Criss Group 2006).  
I argued that the continuous deprivation of the indigenous people of  Niger Delta 
benefits of natural resource from their land is mainly due to the practice of minority politics in 
the country (the dominance of the Nigerian politics by the majority ethnic groups who 
discriminate against the minority ethnic groups) and corruption within the Nigerian 
government. Corruption had been one of the major hindrance to growth and development in 
the Niger Delta Region, corruption also obstructs the rule of law and undermines the effective 
use of funds for developmental projects (Elum 2014). Moreover, Sala-I-Martin and 
Subramanian (2003) argued that corruption and waste of oil revenue rather than the ‘Dutch 
disease’ ( natural resource curse) have been responsible for Nigeria’s poor economic 
performance.   
However, the document analysis of Amnesty International and THISDAY Newspaper 
revealed a high level of environmental degradation and Human Right Abuse by Shell  in the 
region for decades of exploration and exploitation of oil. Shell continues to deny any 
involvement in Human Right Abuse and environmental degradation, even though they have 
been in operation in the Niger Delta Region for more than five decades polluting their 
farmlands, water bodies and ground water without any standard remediation plan (Amnesty 
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International 2018a). According to Watts (2011), Oloibiri town was the first discovery of oil 
was made by Shell in 1956, had since been abandoned without any form of economic or 
infrastructural development. Ogoni community is gradually becoming a waste- land, with most 
of the farmlands and rivers polluted and abandoned by Shell and the government. The UNEP 
report on Ogoni community was conducted in 2006, the report raised much awareness on the 
devastating effect of pollution on Ogoni communities. The Nigerian government and Shell 
promised to commence the cleanup immediately, but unfortunately, Ogoni community remains 
the same after more than ten years of anticipated remediation (Amnesty International 2018b). 
The situation in the Niger Delta can best be described by the words of the late environment 
activist Ken Saro-Wiwa 
We in Dare, a community in Ogoni today are facing a situation which can only be 
compared to that of a civil war….the ocean of crude oil had emerged, moving 
swiftly like a great flood, successfully swallowing up anything that comes its way; 
crops, animals, etc.….There is no pipe borne water and yet the streams, the only 
source of drinking water is coated with oil. The air is filled with crude and smells 
only of crude oil. We are thus faced with a situation where we have no food to eat, 
no water to drink and no air to breathe (Saro-Wiwa, 1995,14)  
 
The critical issue in the Niger Delta is not only the increasing incidence of poverty, but 
also the intense feeling among the people that the government and the multinational oil 
companies should do much better. This is based on the considerable amount of resources in 
their midst and on the public display of wealth by corrupt Nigerian official, most of it derives 
from crude oil wealth. This explains to a large degree why there is so much anger and 
frustration in the region (UNDP 2013). 
 The discovery of natural resources ideally is meant to bring about development to the 
region and the people living in that region. Development in simple terms means ‘‘more’’ 
whatever we might have today we might or should have more of tomorrow( Wallerstein 1994). 
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In Niger Delta, the need to rethink development is inevitable, because the present development 
ideology has failed in several ways in the Region.   
To find an alternative ideology inclusive of the people’s perspective, to create an 
environment were the Communities will be involved in every decision about exploration and 
exploitation of the natural resource in their region. To consider the welfare of the communities 
and the environment first, before economic benefits will be the solution to the Infrastructural 
and Economic Developmental problems in Niger Delta Region (Power 2003). 
To achieve this, the Nigerian government needs to improve its institutions and 
environmental regulators and the judiciary to ensure that environmental polluters are held 
accountable and made to pay adequate compensation for environmental degradation. The 
government and the multinational oil companies have to involve the community member in 
decision making, so that they can get an insight into the vital needs of these communities. 
Although they had been a long period of mistrust between the local communities, the 
government and the oil industry. The government and the oil companies must strive to deliver 
what is promised and to discourage manipulations. Whenever there is a problem, the local 
communities should know the full range of information concerning financial or environmental 
spill-off. It is not enough for the companies to deal only with the local, regional and national 
leadership. 
 
Based on the findings of the extensive literature review on the subject matter, it is safe 
to conclude that the people of the Niger Delta region has a just and fair expectation that certain 
amenities, such as, the provision electricity, portable water, educational and health facilities as 
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should be provided by the government and the oil company. In addition, there is an expectation 
that there is an industrial revamp of the region. This could take the form of establishing a 
thriving boat building and repair yards at various locations, a well equipped fishing industry to 
supply fish for export and domestic consumption and putting systems in place to boost intra-
community trade. This when done I believe, will transform the Niger Delta into an economic 
hub of Nigeria thereby lifting the indigenous people out of the claws of abject poverty and the 
misery which is currently prevalent in the area. 
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